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IN SENATE. 
Monpay August 1, 1842. 

Mr. EVANS, from the Committee on Finance, 
to which had been referred House bill making ap- 
propriations for the support of the army, and the 
military academy at West Point, for the year 1842, 
as returned from the House with disagreeing 
votes, reported the same back, with a recommend- 
ation tbat the Senate insist on ail its amendments 
to which the House had disagreed, and to agree 
io the amendment made by the House to the 9th 
amendment of the Senate. Mr. E. said bis pur- 
pose was to have the vote taken on the proposi- 
tions of the committee, with the view of suggest- 
ing that acommitiee of conference be appoinied 
to adjust the disagreeinz votes. 

The item in the bill making an appropriation to 
defray the expenses of suppressing Indian hostili- 
ties in Florida, was so amended by the Senate as 
to make the appropriation cover arrearages. The 
House amended this, by adding the following pro- 
viso: 

Provided, That no more than $146,296 73 shall be applied 
to the payment of arrearages; and no such arrearages shall be 
paid, unless they are for services rendered, or for supplies fur- 
niehed, in pursuance of law. 

The question was then taken on concurring 
with the House in the above amendment; and it 
was agreed to. 

The question was then taken on insisting on all 
the other amendments of the Senate; and it was 
carried in the affirmative. 

Mr. EVANS then moved that a Committee of 
Conference be appoinied en the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses. 

Mr. PRESTON said it would be recollected that 
a bill had passed the Senate, proposing to reor- 
ganize and reduce the army. The difficulty of 
business in the House was such, that that bill had 
not been reached. He was disinclined to ask a 
conference, until he saw what disposition the 
House would make of that bill; for such action 
might render the conference unnecessary. If a 
conference were appointed before the House took 
up and considered that bil, it might have the ef- 
fect to indispose the House to act uponit. His 
impressions were, ihat the House misapprehended 
the views of the Sena.e; and he believed, afier it 
had a proper undersianding of them, which would 
be derived from the bili passed by the Senate al- 
luded to, it would withdraw all objection to the 
amendmenis upon which a conference was suggest- 
ed. He, therefore, moved to postpone the subject 
of a conference till to-morrow. 

Mr. EVANS was not tenacious about the delay 
proposed, but he was inclined to think that the 
Senate would have to resort to a committee cf 
conference in the end, 

Mr. PRESTON thought not. 

The question was then put on postponing the 
question of conference till to-morrow, and carried 
in the affirma'tive—ayes 21, noes not counted. 


NATURALIZATION LAWS. 


Mr. WALKER, in pursuance of notice given 
on Saturday, asked leave to introdpce a bill re- 
ducing from five to two years the term of residence 
required by law for the naturalization of foreign- 
ers. 

Mr. ARCHER was understood to say that the 
subject was one of too grave a character to go into 
the discussion of, at the heel of the session; and, 
believing that the naturalization Jaws were suffi- 
cient for all present purposes, he hoped the Senate 
would resist the bill on the threshold. He moved 
to lay the motion for leave on the table, 

Mr. WALKER said, if ihere was any contest 
upon this bill, he would feel called upon to siya 
few words, ani to call for the yeas and nays 
Why should ii be thought so extraordioary? 1 ask 
only to revive the original act, passed by the first 
Congress, under the administration of General 
Washirgton—an act passed by the founders of the 
Government, and sanctioned by Washington him- 
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self, the Father of his Country. Is it extraordinary 
tha! I should ask to revive such an act, and passed 
under such circumsiances? It was more extraor- 
dinary that the Senator from Virginia [Mr. Arcn- 
ER] should feel himseif called upon to resist leave 
to introduce a bill to re-enact a law which received 
such bigh sanction—ihe great Washington, and the 
framers of the Constitution. It is true, the time 
for the naturalization of foreigners was afterwards 
very much elongated by the celebrated alien law. 
It was extend:d by that law to the period of four- 
teen years; and was afterwards reduced, step by 
step, by various enactments, until it was brought 
down to five years. [am for coming back to the 
period assigned by the first law. And why should 
weno!? The number of aliens in this country, ac- 
cording to the census returns of 1830, was, at that 
time, 107,832. There was no call for a return of 
the number of aliens in the census of 1840; but if 
the number has increased in proportion to the 
tables of emigration, there will be 283,543. Now, I 
entirely object to having so large a number of 
aliens amongst the population of this country—par- 
ticularly as 1 do not believe they desire to be aliens. 
They came here with the bona fide intention of be- 
c ming ci'izens—of making this their adopted 
country, in war and peace. The most, if not all 
of them, came here with the intention of entering 
upon and eultivating our soil, and developing the 
resources of the country; with the iatention of 
making for themselves and families a permanent 
home, of amalgamating their interests with our in- 
terests, and of detending and sustaining our free 
institutions. Why, thea, should they be debarred 
the righis of citizenship? My attention was first 
brought to this matter by the debate which grew 
out of the McLeod case. In proportion as you 
increase the number of aliens, you increase the ju- 
risdiction of your Federal courts. Those courts 
have jurisdiction in ail cases in which an alien is 
a party; and with a vast emigration, such as we 
now have flowing into this country, the business of 
the Supreme Court of the Uniied States will neces- 
sarily be prodigiously increased. 


We find already that so great is the augmenta- 
tion of business in that court, that they were un- 
ble, at its last sitting, to dispose of one half of the 
business. When I look at what took place this 
very session ia relation to cases in which aliens 
are parties, [ am really alarmed at this enormous 
stretch of Federal power; and that very circum- 
stance renders more apparent, to my mind, the ne- 
cessity for diminishing the number of those indi- 
viduals, in respect of whom the jurisdiction of the 
Federal courts can be applied. 


But there are other reasons, which I might state 
more at jength, had I anticipated the possibility of 
any such objection as has been offered by the Sen- 
ator from Virginia to the introduction of this bill. 
But I will content myself, for the present, with 
those I have adverted to, because I do not appre- 
hend that the Senate wiil take the unusual course 
of rejecting a bill at the moment of its introduction; 
or, rather, not permit its introduction at all. Every 
steamboat that goes to the West is crowded with 
emigrants, who go there for the purpose of pur- 
chasing lands, and of plecing their fainilies there. 
The exclusion of these people from ciiizenship has 
been so severely felt, that two of the Western 
States have given them the right to vote. This is 
an anomalous state of things; and it has been 
brought about by changing the state of the law 
from two to five years. There is no reason why 
they may not become citizens at the end of two 
years, as well as at the end of five. 

The founders and the framers of the Govern- 
ment and the Coustitation of the couatry thought 
with me, and Iam desirous of restoring that state 
of the law which was established by them. But 
there is another consideration which makes it de- 
sirable that such a biil as this should be passed; | 
and that is, incase of war you would have 300,000 | 


aliens within the limits of your territory, and most | 
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of them residing along your Western frontier, who, 
if not naturalized, will undoubtedly be claimed by 
some foreign power. Incase of war, it tould he 
particularly proper that their number should he 
diminished; and this will be accomplished by the 
measure which I now propose. 

I am rejoiced to see the immense numbers of 
foreigners that are landing upon the shores of our 
happy soil. I hold out to them the hand of wel- 
ceme. Do we not see the efforts that are being 
made to divert emigration from this country to the 
British Provinces and to Australie? They are told 
inat, by going to a British colony, they will at 
once be entitled to the privilege of citizenship; 
whereas, if they come here, they are subjected to a 
deprivation of those privileges for a period of five 
years. I wish to see them come, and become citi- 
zens; and populate our fertile and extensive re- 
gions in the West, that our institutions may be 
carried to the very shores of the Pacific. 

Mr. ARCHER desired the honorable gentleman 
to be assured that, in making the resistance he 
had to the introduction of this bill, he designed no 
per:onal disrespect to him. He desired the gentle- 
man to be assured furthermore, that while he in- 
tended no disrespect towards him, by resisting, at 
this early stage, the introduction of the bill; he 
was totally averse to the admission of foreigners, 
upon Other terms than now existed, to a participa- 
tion in the rights and privileges of citizenship. 
The reason which existed at the time of the for- 
mation of the Government for limiting the peried 
of exclusion to two years only, did not apply in 
the present state of the country. The argument 
of the honorable gentleman in relation to the law 
which was passed at that period by our ancestors, 
was disproved by himself: for, according to his 
own showing, they very soon departed from it, 
and fixed fourteen years as the period of residenca 
required Leforea foreigner could be naturalized, 
but finding that was too long, they came back to 
the intermediate term of five years, which he (Mr. 
A.) considered the proper, jnst, and reasonable time. 
The honorable gentleman had railed against his 
opposition to the introduction of this bill, as if he 
was desirous of repelling foreigners. He (Mr. A.) 
certainly did not desire that, upon their arrival in 
this country, they should at once ke entitled to all 
the privileges of citizens; but he would not prevent 
them from acquiring property, and preparing 
themselves for the enjoyment of those political 
rights and privileges which belong to the citizens 
of thiscountry. He did not believe that any good 
man ever entirely renounced his attachment to the 
soil upon which he was born. Would it, then, 
be proper, in any sense, to admit at once a large 
class of persons, having foreign attachments and 
feelings adverse to ours?’ He repudiated such a 
doctrine altogether; and for the purpose (if the 
honorable gentleman would allow him to say it 
without offence) of stigmatising the proposition by 
its immediate rejection, moved that the honorable 
gentleman’s proposition for leave be laid upon 
the table. 

Mr. WALKER demanded the yeas and nays on 
the motion; which were ordered. 

Mr. KING remarked that, in giving a vote 
against the motion, he did it without reference to 
the merits of the bill. Courtesy alone, wiihout re 
gard to the principle of the bill, might dictate sach 
a course. 

The question was then put, and leave to intro- 
duce the bill was refused by yeas 21, nays 18, as 
follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Berrien, 
Clayton, Conrad, Crafts, Dayton, Evans, Graham, Huntington, 
Miller, Morehead, Phelps, Preston, Simmons, Smith of lodiana, 
Sprague, White, and Woodbridge— 21. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Benton, Buchanan, Cuthbert, Fulton, 
Kerr, King, Linn, McRoberta, Mangum, Smith of Connecticut, 


Sturgeon, Tappan, Walker, Wilcox, Williams, Woodbury, and 
Young—l18. 


THE PATENT OFFICE BUILDING. 
Mr. KERR, from the Committee oa Patents and 
the Patent Office, reported back, with amendments, 
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the bill 'o ext nd the Patent Office one bundred 
feet e2 Tih and Q9:h streets, to be conztructed out of 
the money derived to the treasury from patents. 
Tne amendments were ordered to be printed. 


THE FLORIDA OCCUPATION BILL. 

The Senate took up the bill to provide for the 
armed settlement of a portion of the peninsula of 
Fiorida, which had been returned from the House 
with an entire substitute for the bill. The ques- 
tion being on coneurring in the substitute, 

Mr. BENTON said, since the bill was up for 
consideration on Saturday last, he had been pos- 
sessed of stronger reasons for its passage than were 
presepied at thattime. He read a communication 
from Florida, showing that there was as much dan- 
ger to the inhabitants there, as there was at any 
time uring the war—that depredations had been 
recently commitied Ly the Indians—that they had 
commiited cruel barbarities on defenceless women 
and children, and had cairied off some two hun- 
dred cattle. The communication represented that 
several encampments had been traced, and that the 
nuinber of Indians there largely exceeded the esti- 
mates recently formed. Mr. B., without going into 
the details of the bill, considered that there were 
urgent reasons for its passage. 

Mr. WHITE said he had not been able to see a 
printed copy of the bill, as it was amended by the 
House, as he had intimated a wish on Saturday. 
He would not attempt to arraign the Senate, if it 
was determined to adopt the agrarian policy of this 
bill; but he could not refrain from expressing his 
objections to it. 

The bill, he said, made a gratuitous donation of 
one quarter section of land to those who would 
settle and cccupy the same for five successive 
years—there being no condilions, except a seitie- 
ment, and the erectivn of a cabin, and the cultiva- 
tion of five acres of the land setiled upon; and a!so 
gave the right of inheritance to the setiler’s family, 
even should he die before the fulfilment of the 
whole conditions. This, he said, was the kind of 
agrarian policy which held outa bounty to seitle- 
ment, and not for military service in defence of the 
inhabitants of Florida. To be sure, the House 
amencment lessened one of the evils of the biil as 
it passed the Senate—it limited to 200,000 acres 
the quantity of land to be appropriated to the pur- 
pose; but, by the Senate bill, the quantity was il- 
jimitable. The bill was to continue in operation 
for five years; during which time—such were its 
provisions—that all the titles ef settlers would be 
in a state of litigation, so that hereatter there would 
be no end to applications for the passage of relief 
laws, defining the boundaries of land, and Icgal- 
izing titles. 

It would be found the cause of an immense mass 
of legislation to relieve settlers who might fail to 
perform ail the conditions of the law within five 
years. The bill, he maintained, contravened the 
settled policy of the Government in other particu- 
Jars. It allowed the settlements to be made in ad- 
vance of the public surveys; which was in opposi- 
tion to the present policy of the Government. It 
introduced another principle totally at war with 
the policy of the present pre-emption law—that is, 
authorizing a float. If such was to be the action 
of the Senate, they might as well give up all the 
public land in Florida as lost. He was willing to 
vote for any system founded on humanity and jus- 
tice, and stable in its operations, that would con- 
tribute to the speedy settlement of the iands in the 
vicinity of the Indians. He did not think this 
bill was such a system; but, instead of being just 
and stable, it would give rise to a brood of young 
equities—young alien equities—that could never 
become naturalized and matu ed cases of justice. 
That would be the consequence of the passage of 
the bill, and for no great end or object. The bill, 
as it went from the Senate, was a case of military 
inducement, embracing the object of settlement; 
but now it was entirely changed—the settler was 
not required to bear arms, and fortify himself in 
block houses, and protect his neighbor. His prin- 


cipal objections to the bill were, that a great many 
troublesome and unfortunate claims would arise, 
and that the policy of it would be an interminable 
revolving policy, instead of a settled and durable 
one. He did not believe that there would be fewer 
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cases of Indian depredations under this bill than at 
the present time. He was opposed to the bill on 
motives of humanity; but would be in favor of 
a bill establishing a comprehensive and humane 
policy. He concluded by demanding the yeas and 
nays. 

Mr. BENTON, in reply to sowe remarks of the 
Senator from Indiana, showed that the details of 
the bill, defining the lines tetween which the settle- 
ments are permitted, were correct. 


Mr. LINN contended that the Government had 
acted heretofore upon the principle of making do- 
nations of land as an inducement to settlement. 
It was that policy which had contributed to secure 
the rapid settlement and sale of the public domain. 
It was a policy which bad caused no actual loss to 
the Government. Mr. L. said he had incorporated 
that very principle in his Oregon biil; and he sin- 
cerely hoped that the Senator from Indiana (Mr. 
Waite] would not oppose that bill, for it proceed- 
ed on a settlement by donations of land. He 
hoped the past policy of the Government would 
not be disregarded by him when that bill, in 
which the West was so much interested, came up 
for consideration. Mr. L., after speaking of the 
effectivene-s of the bill as it passed the Senate, 
and the substitute by the House, (which would 
answer the object, though it was not so good 
as the other,) alluded to the policy the Gov- 
ernment had uniformly pursued, of granting 
bounty in land to the soldiers who defended the 
country during the last war. This was the same 
in principle. The settlers would go there under the 
inducement held out by the bill—a bounty in land 
—and fight for the soil, and save the blood of regu- 
lar military forces, which had been withdrawn 
from the contest for the present. These men wouid 
fignt for their land, and would love it the more be- 
cause ihey had to fight forit. Mr. L., after enter- 
ing into a graphic description of the character, en- 
ergy, and boldness of the men who would be induced 
to go into Florida under this bill, showed that they 
would make a most effective force to grapple with 
the Indian, knife in hand, and drive him from his 
fastnesses. He argued that the Government would 
either have to do one thing or the other—to hold out 
an inducement for necessitous, enterprising, and 
bold men to go to Florida, and save the defenceless 
women and children from the knife of the savage; 
or speedily enlist another body of men, and give 
them this very bounty, and pay them from the 
treasury a heavy sum of money, to fight until the 
last Indian was driven from the Territory. It was 
a perfect folly and fallacy to suppose that an en- 
emy as scattered as these Indians were—strung 
out here, and there, and everywhere, in small par- 
ties—could be operated against by a regular mili- 
tary force. You never could become successful 
there, until you could select a body of men that 
would follow them in their bammocks, hunt them 
up, and fight them in theirown manner. As the 
Indians were now scattered, it would keep 10,000 
regular men operating at all points, to be of any 
service. Mr. L., after dwelling at some length on 
the Indian mode of warfare, and replying to the 
objections of the Senator from Indiana [Mr. 
W wire] to the float allowed in the bill—which he 
maintained was no more liable to abuse than any 
other system of human Jaw—said, if the bill would 
encourage men to go to Florida, and conquer and 
destroy these Indians, he would vote for it with 
pleasure. 

Mr. PRESTON followed in support of the bill. 
He said that, when the bill for the same object was 
introduced by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
Benton] two years ago, he did not concur with 
that Senator that the policy was a correct ore. He 
then believed that, to close the war, and put a stop 
to the savage muiders that daily occurred, it re- 
quired more active and effective measures. There 
was a different state of things at the present time. 
The enemy were scattered imto small bands of 
marauding Indians; and the Presicent, the officers 
who operated in Ficrida, and ail who have a 
knowledge of the country, concur that the only 
way to close the war is by a military settlement. 
A very effective bill was reported by the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. Benton] for that purpose, 
which passed the Senate. But the military aspect 


of that bill has been changed entirely by the House 
~-the arms to settlers, and the rations, are withheld by 
the substitute. But such was the state of things in 
Florida, that the bill should be passed in some 
form. There were so few Indians left, that they 
were not subjects of military operation. They 
were to be watched and guarded against only. The 
country must become depopulated, unless there 
were some security f.r th? inhabitants. No man 
ot property would go there to risk his life, so haz- 
ardous was i! todoso. This bill was therefore to 
encourage poor and destitute, but vigorous, energetic, 
and hardy men, who were filled with enterprise, to go 
there and grapple with the Indian, and root him out 
for the sake of the bounty. Men of venturous 
disposition, filled with enterprise generated by 
leading the fiercest life on the borders, who were 
fond of bunting, would resort there, as to a new 
field of enterprise. This, combined with the pre- 
dominant disposition of such men to get lands, 
would secure the speedy termination of the state of 
things which now existed in Florida. These men 
would go there with their knives, and a willingness 
to fight for their lands—and they would have the 
lands. Mr. P., after dwelling at some length on 
the practicability of the measure, showed what 
advantage would accrue to the Government by giv- 
ing this bounty of 200,000 acres of land to such as 
were willing to settle there, and defend them- 
selves against the Indians. He maintained 
that, for every acre the Government thus dis- 
posed of, would she secure the sale of ten 
acres, and insure the speedy settlement of an indus- 
trious and enterprising popula'ion. He knew of 
no better plan to secure the sale of the public 
lands in that Territory. There were a great many 
people in the South waiting to settle there, but were 
afraid io do so under the present state of things; but 
the instanta hardy population was interposed be- 
tween them and the Indians, they would move 
there with thei: families and with their slaves, and 
settle and cultivate the soil. He was induced to 
acquiesce in the bill, (though it did not meet bis 
full approbation,) from the necessity of speedy ac- 
tion, and from the circumstance of the Senator 
from Missouri (Mr. Benton] having yielded to it 
his consent. 


Mr. WOODBRIDGE said, so far as the bill con- 
templated a donation of land as an inducement for 
the settlement of Fiorida, it met his hearty con- 
currence. So far as that went, it established no 
new principle. On a similar principle, 100,000 
acres of land were given to secure a settlement at 
the junction of the Ohio, as early as 1787 or 1788— 
the Government then having to contend with just 
as savage an enemy as the Indians of Florida. But 
he objected to this bill, because he believed its pro- 
visions would create a great deal of litigation, by 
putting the settlers in advance of the surveys. If 
it was necessary to have the hardy population ir- 
vited there, let the lands be surveyed in advance of 
their settlement. Another objection was, that the 
school-lands were hable to be taken; and thus 
would one of the greatest inducements to settlement 
be taken away from those who were to follow the 
pioneers. The facility which was afforded for the 
education of children of settlers, was a great in- 
ducement for the emigation to the new countries. 
He was opposed to innovating on that system. 
The bill was wrong in principle, and there was 
not +. flicien! motive for its passage, 


The yeas and nays were then ordered on the 
question of concurring in the amendment of the 
House; and the question being put, it was carried in 
the aflirmative—yeas 24, nays 16, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Barrow, Benton, Berrien, Buchanan, 
Calhoun, Conrad, Cathbert, Fulton, Graham, King, Linn, 
McRoberts, Mangum, Preston, Sevier, Smith ef Connecticut, 
Surgeon, Tappan, Walker, Wilcox, Woodbury, Wright, and 
Young— 24. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bates, Choate, Clayton, Crafts, Evans, Hunt- 
ington, Miller, Morehead, Phelps, Porter, Simmons, Smith of 
ludiana, Sprague, Tallmadge, White, and Woodbridge—16. 


So the bill was finally passed, and only awaits 
the signature of the President to become a law. 

Mr. BAYARD, from the Commiitee on Naval 
Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of William B. 


McMaririe; which was read, and ordered to a sec- 
ond reading. 
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THE TARIFF BILL. 


The bill ‘to provide revenue from imports, and 
to change and modify existing laws imposing du- 
ties On imports, and for other purposes,” was taken 
up, as in committee of the whole; the question 
pending being on Mr. Bucnanan’s motion of Sat- 
urday, to strike out the twenty-seventh section of 
the bili, which reads as follows: 

And be it further enacted, That the proviso to the sixth 
section of the actentitled “An act to appropriate the proceeds 
of the sales of the public lands, and to grant pre-emption rights,” 


approved Sepiember 4th, 1541, be, and the same is hereby, 
repealed. 


Mr. BUCHANAN sail it was not his purpose 
to enter into the general discussion upon this inter- 
minable iariff question. He had freqnently, on 
former occasions, had the opportuniiy of presenting 
his general views upon that subject to the Senate; 
and he should, theretore, waive ail argument upon 
that topic, 2nd proceed, as he had promised, very 
briefly to urge such considerations as he theught 
should induce the Senate to vote in favor of the 
amendment which be had proposed. The land 
distribution bill of September 4, 1841, enjoined the 
principle that, if duties should at any time be im- 
posed on imporis exceeding 20 per cert. ad va- 
lorem, the distribution of the Jand fund among the 
States should be suspended. The proposition con- 
tained in the twenty-seventh section of this bill 
was, that the distribution of the land fund should 
be continued, notwithstanding the interests of the 
country imperatively required that duties should be 
imposed exceeding 20 per cent. Aud the simple 
question, therefore, arising upon his amendment, 
was, whether it was wise and politic to distribute 
the land fund, and, at the same time, impose these 
additional duties on imports. He would appeal 
most solemnly to the Senate to say whether it was 
wise and proper that the treasury should continue 
in a State of insolvency: that the great domestic in- 
terests of the country should confinue without that 
incidental protection which a revenue bill would 
afford; and this, for the sake of retaining this miscr- 
able land bill. That was the question, and the 
only question. 


He understood that the whole sum distributable 
from the public land fund, for the first half of this 
year, was but $380,000; the share of Pennsylvania, 
then, would be about $38,000, and no more. And 
for the sake of this comparatively miserable pit- 
tance, were they going to continue the ireasury in 
a state of bankruptcy, and to deprive all the do- 
mestic interests of the country of that incidental 
protection which a reasonable tariff would afford? 
He put it in the alternative, because he was justi- 
fied in placing the question in that pozition. He 
was the last man in this country who would agree 
to legislate with a view to accommodate the opin- 
ions of the executive officer of the Government, no 
matter how well known they might be; but this 
was not the case here. The present President of 
the United States had declared, in a solemn and of. 
ficial form, that he would no!, under any circum- 
stances, approve a bill which raised the duties on 
imports above 20 percent., and at the sane time 
continued the distribution of the public lands. 

The CHAIR ce nsidered it out of order to allude, 
in debate, io what the opinions of the Executive 
were. 

Mr. BUCHANAN said he was not very con- 
versant with the rules and orders of the Senate; 
but he believed he had a right to allude to the veto 
upon the little tariff bill, and to the principles laid 
down init, and draw from it any inference he 
pleased. Hebad always considered the President’s 
messages fair subjects of debate. 

The CHAIR reiterated the opinion that it was 
out of order to refer to that message with a view of 
drawing any inference from it by which the Execu- 
tive will was to be indicated to influence the ac. 

Mr. BUCHANAN insisted on his right to refer 
to the message of the President, in whatever man- 
ner he pleased, to enforee his views on a case in 
point; and appealed from the decision of the Chair. 

The CHAIR appealed to the Senate fora de- 
cision on the subject, and read the rule. 

Mr. WALKER teferred tu a decision in point 
on a former occasion, upon his moiion to recognise 































the independence of Texas, in which reference was 
made to Gen. Jackscn’s message; which did not 
justify the decision of the Chair now. 

Mr. KING pvinted out the distinction between 
this case and those necessary to guard against Ex- 
ecutive influeice. 

Mr. GRAHAM thought the sense of the Senate 
ought to be taken on tbe propriety of abolishing 
the rule both in relation.to the President and the 
other House. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON observed that the Senator 
from Pennsylvania bad said that the question was, 
whether the trifling pittance of distribution to the 
Sates should be withheld, or the country be de- 
prived of a revenue bill so necessary; and the rea- 
son he gave for the alteriiative was, that the Presi- 
dent had vetoed the little tariff bill, upon grounds 
which could not admit of his sanctioning this bill. 
It was a call upon us to give up the land distribu- 
tion bill, because, if we did not, the President 
would not give us either the revenue bill or protec- 
tion. It was improper to make such allusion; and 
he therefore hoped the Senate would sustain the 
decision of the Chair. 

He (Mr. Bucnanan) was not very conversant 
with the rules of order; but he thcught he knew 
something of what would be prescribed by a person 
who had long been in the habit of attending to the 
proceedings cf that body; and he had, therefore, 
been nota little astonished at the decisicn which 
had been stated by the Chair. He would admit 
readily that the private opinions of the Executive 
ought not to be adverted to, and that it would be 
ont of order to advert tothem in debate. But was 
he, in the Senate of the United Sia'es, to be told 
that it was not competentfor him to take up the 
veto message, aod say, as the President had, 
in such a decided manner, declared that he cannot 
sanction a bi'l containing a clause such as the one 
to which his (Mr. B.’s) amendment had reference, 
that it would be utterly useless to pass the bill with 
the clause in quesiiont—because the inference was 
irresistible. When General Jackson vetoed the 
bill for continuing the charier of the United States 
Bank, upon such principles as showed his abhor- 
rence of that institution, if another bill had been 
got up of a similar character, would he (Mr. B.) 
not have the liberty to say, “It is in vain for you 
to spend your time upon sucha bili?” [It was said. ] 
He (Mr. B.) had intended merely to advert to this 
subject, in passing; and had said all, or nearly all, 
he intended, when the Chair interposed the ques- 
tion of order. But, as the President of the Senate 
had decided that he had no right to advert toa 
public decument, in order to draw an inference 
from it—[Cries of ‘No, no, no.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. repeated that he 

considered it out of order to refer to the existing 
state of opinion of the executive officer, with a 
view to influence the action of the Senate upon the 
pending question. 
Mr. BUCHANAN said he had not the slightest 
idea of referring to the President’s existing opin- 
ions, for he knew as little of them as any man in 
the world. He would only say,if he (Mr. B.) had 
written such a document as that, only one short 
month ago, he should hardly consider himself at 
liberty to depart from the deliberate declaration 
which it contained, As for the opinions of the 
President, Heaven only knew what they were now; 
he (Mr. B.) did not. 

Mr. SEVIER said he hoped the Senator from 
Pennsylv.uia would withdraw his appeal from the 
decision of the Chair, and that the debate would 
proceed without further interruption. 

Mr. BUCHANAN said he had withdrawn the 
appeal, because he considered the issue perfectly 
immaterial. ‘The President of the Senate had lim- 


the President of the United States were a month 
ago, and prohibited him from referring to what 
they arenow. He would therefore content himseif 
with showing what they were a month ago, and 
leave Senatois to craw their own inferences as to 
what they are now. 

Mr. ARCHER desired to make an inquiry. 
They ought all to know what the rule really was, 
inasmuch as possibly the debate might extend to 
considerable iengih, and other Senators might fall 
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into the same error. He believed the rule, as de- 
cided by the Chair, was, that the Senator from 
Pennsylvania might refer to the opinions of the 
President of the United States, provided the know!- 
edge of those opinions were derived from his pub- 
lic acts, and not from private information. He 
(Mr. Arcuer) ihought with the Senator, that in- 
ferences may be drawn from documents officially 
communicated to the Senate; and he thought, also, 
that the inference which had been drawn was not 
unfair, though he hoped it would, in this ease, 
prove an unsound one. His (Mr. Arcner’s) own 
opinion as to the parliamentary rule was, that the 
gentleman was at liberty 'o infer the state of opin- 
10n existing on the partof the President at this 
time, provided the grounds of that inference do not 
rest upon private information. 


Mr. BUCHANAN said he would despise a 
miserable eaves-dropper, who would go to the Presi- 
dent and ascertain his private opinion, and then be 
gailty of the crime—for a crime he would call it— 
of endeavoring to influence the vote of any mem- 
ber of that body by that opinion. He should cer- 
tainly not allude to any private opinion of the 
President, for he did not know what his opinions 
were; and if he did know. them, he would not be 
guilty of the indecorum of repeating, or even al- 
luding to them, with a view to influence the action 
of this bedy. But if the Presicent had vetoed a 
bill, and assigned his reasons for that veto under 
the constitutional authority vested in him, it be- 
came a public document—a decument of the high- 
est and gravest authority; it became from that mo- 
ment one of the archives of the country, and would 
go down to future ages to influence and guide the 
understandings of the people of the whole country. 

The President of the United States, on the 29th 
June, 1842, sent this velo message to Congress; 
and what did he declare in that veto message? The 
President wouldsurely permit him to state what the 
purport of the message was. The President there de- 
clared, in the most solemn term:, that he disapproved 
of the bill, because it violated those principles 
which he had laid down for the guidance of his 
conduct, in this particular—that, whilst it raised the 
duty above 20 per cent., the proceeds of the public 
lands were still distributable. That was his opinion 
a month ago, what it might be now, he (Mr. Bu- 
CHANAN) Was not permitted to say, if he would. 
He would, therefore, keep within the rale, and al- 
lade only to the official document, in which the 
President, in the most solemn and grave form, in 
the face of the country, declared that he could not, 
and wou'd not, sanction such a bill. This he was at 
liberty to do, because it was a part of the his- 
tory of the past. He would not pretend to say 
what the President would do now. Senators would 
be permitted to draw their own inferences regard~ 
ing it. He (Mr. B.) would draw none, because 
he was not permiticd to doso. He would take 
for granted, however, and argue upon that princi- 
ple, that the insertion of this section would en- 
danger the passage of the bill. He would assume 
this to be the fact; he believed it to be the fact, 
and he would therefore call upon Senators to 
say whether, if there be any risk upon the subject 
from any cause, they ought to adhere so pertina- 
ciously to that section. 

The treasury (said Mr. B.) is insolvent; and 
shall we suffer the national faith to be violated, for 
the purpose of retaining that clause relating to, and 
preserving the existence of, the land bill? The 
present income of the country was about one-half 
of the expenditure; and, in addition to that, they 
were indebted between twenty and thirty millions 
of dollars. If, then, the slightest suspicion could 
rest upon the question, ough! they not to abandon 
the clause at once, and permit the land fond to re- 
turn to the common treasury? What would be 
thought of an individual who acted in the manner 
in which this Government seemed disposed to act? 
Suppese a private individual were indebted twenty 
millions, and, having an income sufficient only to 
pay one balf of his expenditure, should refuse to 
accept an income, unless he were permitted to give 
away tbat which was justly due to his creditors: he 
would undoubtedly be deserving of the severest 
censure. And ought not this great country, whose 
characier is beyond all price—a country, the first 
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in the world which had paid off a large national 
debt—to hojd the preservation of her national faith 
of far greater consequence than the relinquishment 
of a pitifal sum derived from ihe public lands? 
That was the question, 

Again: he wouid say a single word on the sub- 
ject of domestic manufactures. He was in favor, 
most decidedly, of affording them incidental! protec- 
uion to the fall amount, and ne more, which would 
enable them to stand a fair competition with simi- 
lar establishments in Europe. The manufacturing 
es ablishmen!s in this country, erected at vast ex- 
pense, affording employment to a great number of 
individuals, ought not to be suffered to go down. 
Every one must perceive that the increased de- 
mand, consequent upon such a procedure, would 
materially eahance the price of the goods, and 
would be as injurious to the consumer as to the 
manufacturer. 

In regard to the article of iron, (he would take 
that article for example,) the act of 1816 imposed 
a higher duty upon iron in a crude or unmanufac- 
tured state. That act was passed, he believed, 
with the approbation of his friend from South 
Carolina. It was now proposed by this bill to lay 
a duty of $30 a tun on rolled iron. The conse- 
quence of this protection bad been to make them 
independent, in war or peace, of all other nations; 
because they now imported only the twenty-fifth 
part of what they use. And yet, upon hammered 
iron they raised a revenue of $2 000,000 per annum. 
Thus, while affording incidental protection to the 
great interests of the country, they derived a large 
reveaoue from it for the support of the Government. 

He (Mr. B.) was anxious to vote fur this bill, 
with some modifications. In some particulars, he 
thought it was somewhat extravagant. He de- 
sired to modify it in such a manner as would pro- 
duce the greatest good to the whole country. And 
in eases of this kind, where hundreds of thousands 
of people depend for their livelihood upon these 
manufacturing establishments; where plenty and 
prosperity will result from this incidental protec- 
tion,—ought Senators to hesitate for a moment? 
Ought they not, if there be any cause to apprehend 
a conflict, abandon this miserable land funa? But 
enough of this. He had said mere than he origi- 
nally intended upon this subject. He would vote 
to strike out this section from the bill, because, in 
his opinion, the interest of our domestic manufac- 
tures essentially required it. And why? Compe- 
tition would finally produce its effect. The labor 
and the skill of the people of this country would 
eventually drive the foreign fabric out of the mar- 
ket. Give us a sound, redeemable currency, and 
let the skill and industry of the American manu- 
facturer come into fair competition with those of 
foreigners,—and, my life for it, sooner or later, that 
competition will be successful. 


The return of the land fund, however, was ab- 
solutely requisite, in crder to prevent a resort to di- 
arect taxation. The time would come—and he 
would undertake to say it was not far distant— 
when they would not be able to raise from imports 
all that was desired,—at least, upon articles that 
did not receive incidental protection. And then 
what would be the condition of the manufacturers? 
When that time came, the contest weuld be between 
incidental protection and direct taxation. The hour 
would then arrive when the manufactures of the 
country must be prostrated; because, he would un- 
deriake to say, the idea of direct taxation could 
never be realized in practice in this country. The 
people of this country would never submit to the 
visite of the exciseman, sent to inquire into their 
private affairs, in order to raise taxes to support 
the Government, in a time of profound peace. 

The time had been, he knew, .when the manu- 
facturers desired the disiribution of the land fund 
for the eapress purpose of compelling the Govern- 
ment to raise more revenue, that there might b2 
more protection. That desire might exist with 
some of them, for aught he knew, at present; but 
the period when such a desire was general had 
passed away, and a new era was approaching. 
The land fund was a secure fund in peace and in 
war; atany time, and under all circumstances, 
they could borrow, if necessary, $50,000,000 upon 
the pledge of the public lands, in order to meet apy 
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sudden emergency. And why, then, should the 
manufacturing interests,and those Senators who 
were interested in their favor, cling with the grasp 
of death to the distribution? 


There was one other point of view in which he 
would present the subject, and he would then close 
his remarks. The bill proposed to raise between 
twenty-six and twenty-seven mijlions of dollars— 
between twenty-two and twenty-three of which 
was supposed to be necessary for the current ex- 
penses of the Government; the remainder to be ap- 
plied to the extinguishment of the existing national 
debt. 


He trusted he had never attempted to play the 
demagogue on that floor; nor could he, he trusted, 
by any possibility, be brought to do sonow. He 
would say this, however: if yon restore the land 
fund, you may take the tax off tea and coffee; 
whereas, if the land fund continues to go to the 
States, you must impose a tax upon tea and cof- 
fee. The inference was irresistitle—one or the 
other must be done. He (Mr. Bucwanan,) had 
procured a return, last fall, of the tea and cof- 
fee imported during the year 1840. It amounted to 
$11,675,369 worth. In the year 1839, it was 
$10,788,509. It was fairto infer, then, that the 
tax upon tea and coffee would amount to two mil- 
lions and a quarter of dollars. The land fund, if 
we shoald be prospereus, a year or two hence, it 
was supposed would amount to about three mil- 
lions. Now, (continued Mr. B.,) if you will with- 
hold the Jand fund from the States, we will take off 
this tax of two millions anda quarter from the 
people of this country;and the question must in- 
evitably be decided between the one alternative 
and the other. Strike cut the twenty-seventh sec- 
tion of this bill, and { shall immediately move to 
make tea and coffee free articles. 


Let us examine the matter for a single moment. 
Though not an old man, I can remember the time 
when those were considered articles of luxury. 
But now their use is universal; every man, woman, 
and child uses them: the poorest man in the coun- 
try uses aS much as the rich—ay, more, perhaps; 
for, being deprived of /uxuries more expensive, he 
indulges the more in those within his reach. There 
is no article that you can conceive of, except bread, 
the tax upon which will operate so much like a 
poll-tax, as the articles of tea and coffee. The cot- 
tager in Indjana uses as much coffee as John Jacob 
Astor, the :*chest capitalist in America, and con- 
sequentiv ,ays as much duty upon that article as 
is paid -, the wealthiest; and, therefore, I say that 
tax is ..ore like a poll-tax than any other. Well, 
now . this tax could be restored—(and let me be 
ur... ¢stood on this, as well as all other subjecis; I 
call it atax, because we cannot produce this article, 
or anything similar to i'; if we could, I aduwit the ef- 
fect would be, as in ail cases, to reduce the price;)— 
we cannot, by any protection, make the article one 
of home production. And whatis the effeciof this? 
The land fund gves to the States in their sov- 
ereign capacity, to relieve the capitalist from taxa- 
tion, to relieve the property-holders from direct 
taxation, for the support of the State Government. 
And to enable you to make this distribution, you 
levy a poll-tax upon the whole country. As regards 
the article of sugar, the case is different. It is as 
much a necessary of life as tea or coffee; but we 
have a large interest in its marufacture in Louis- 
jana—an interest which | would never abandon, 
because it is connecied with agriculture. We 
must, however, levy a duty on sugar, or else we 
musi destroy itsculiure. But there is no such reason 
for laying a duty upon tea and coffee; there is no 
reason that can be imagined, which is not in favor 
of relieving tea and coffee from taxation, provided 
we can do it, and that the interests of the country 
be not hazarded by a deficiency of revenue. | 
would do it, without a moment’s hesitation. But if 
you retain the land fund for the benefit of the 
States, it will be impossible for you to remove this 
burden from the people. 


Under these circumstances, I appeal to gentlemen 
to relinquish that fund; it may not be necessary to 
do so for any great length of time. Let gentlemen 
wait for a short time, and they may afterwards 
take the land fund, after having relieved the coun- 
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try from its embarrassed and impoverished condi- 
ion. 

In making these remarks, Mr. B. said he had 
had no purpose to excite party-feeling. There was 
no man ia the country more desirous of adopting 
a tariff bill than he was; and he did sincerely 
hope that tais exceptionable clause would be strick- 
en out. He earnestly appealed to Senators to 
withdraw it, and to go on and perfect the bill, and 
letit become a law, and let us go home, after a ses- 
sion of nearly 12 months, without further delay. He 
sincerely hoped his friends on the Whig side of the 
House would consent to strike out the clause; and, 
with a few other modifications, send the bill, with- 
out delay, to the President for his sanction. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN observed that he was sure 
the Senator from Pennsylvania had not been in- 
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the taxation of tea and coffee. He supposed he 
had taken these articles for illustration, and was 
persuaded, if they were not proposed to be taxed 
in this bill, the Senator would find other articles 
to be taxed for his illusirations; and could thus go 
through them all, ull nothing was left for revenue, 
Such would be the effect of pursuing this line of 
argument. It might be said of any articles of 
general consumption as well as tea and coffee— 
give up distribution, and to that extent you save 
the necessity of taxing articles of consumption. 

But what, in reality, does this argumen 
amount to? The Senator’s own statement shows 
that the land fund to be distributed for the past 
half year does not amount to half a million; and 
for the present half year it will probably be no 
more: so that, at the end of the year, there will be 
one million of dollars from public lands to stop the 
necessity for taxing tea and coffee; or, in other 
words, one miilion is to stand in place of two and 
a half millioas. Here would be a deficiency of one 
or two millions; and cn what substitute was this 
deficiency to be placed? What articles of general 
consumpiion could be more appropriately taxed 
than tea and coffee? He knew of none. Was not 
the Senator mistaken in supposing the poorest la- 
borer in Indiana or Pennsylvania was likely to 
consume as much tea and coffee as John Jacob 
Astor? It was not necessary to go into elaborate 
argument to show that he was. 

But even if it was true that the poorest man 
consumed as much as the richest, was it true that 
the consumer pays the duty in the retail price? It 
is not true that the consumer pays, in the price at 
which he buys such articles, the accumulation of 
both duty and price; for he denied that a duty of 
20 per cent. would make any perceptible increase 
of price. And supposing it did raise the price one- 
fourth. If the poor man consumes five cups of 
tea or coffee, and can only afford to buy four cups 
when the duty is laid on, it is but a small sacri- 
fice to give up the comfort of his fifth cup for the 
benefit of the country. If he knows that the exi- 
gencies of the Government are such as to require 
this sacrifice, he will not hesitateto make it. There 
is too much patriotism in the country to doubt it. 
And when the question is put to him whether he 
wiil sarzender his fifth cup, in order to enable this 
great measure of distribution to go on, he will give 
his answer at once, that he is ready to make the 
sactifice. Hie can as well,on a great occasion 
like this, as his ancestors, fling whole cargoes of 
tez into the ocean, when principles of right are at 
issue. Such men are not to be tempted to part with 
their birthrights for a mere mess of pottage. They 
are not to be seduced into the abandonment of any 
great principle or right, by such a paltry seduction 
as a fifth cup of tea or coffee. 

The Senator asks, will this petty, paltry land 
fund be held on to, in the face of the Executive ve- 
to? The Senator asks, will it not, for the sake of 
relieving the Government and the country, be giv- 
en up at once? He(Mr.C.) would answer—no, not 
now. [Mr. Bucmanan observed from his seat, “Not 
now? I am glad to bear that.”] No, sir, not now; 
for at this moment it is a question of the independ. 
ence of Congress. The right of saying how much, 
and in what way, taxes shall be raised, belongs to 
the representative body; and itis not for the Ex- 
ecutive to dictate the amount or the manner of 
raising it to the Representatives of the people, 
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Even the Representatives of tne States are inhibit- 
ed from this initiatory dictation; for no revenue 
bill can constitationally originate in this body. 

If the Senator contends that this bill ought to be 
fashioned exactly to meet the Executive wishes ex- 
pressed in his veto of the little tariff bill, it amounts 
to this: that the object of legislation is to look to— 
is to conform to Executive dictation, to secure his 
sanction of legislative action. 

If this land fund is as paliry as the Senator says 
itis, why does he hold on to it so tenaciously for 
revenue, when, in doing so, he endangers the re- 
sources of the treasury, the honor of the country, 
and the credit and stability of the Government? 
He asks why do the friends of distribution hold on 
to it: they ask him, in their turn, why does he, 
and why do his friends, hang on to it with such 
desperate tenacity? As it is such a ‘petty, paltry 
fund,” is it worth the while to disappoint the hopes 
and expectations of so large a majerity of the 
States and the people, who Jook to it not so much 
for the amount, as for the establishment of a great 
principle for which they have so long contended? 

But the true question at issue was, whether the 
right of taxation should remain with the repre- 
sentative body, or be entirely controlled by the 
Executive. It was a question between national 
legislative will, and the will of one man. 

If the Senator is so averse to the defeat of this 
great measure of revenue, to redound so much to 
the honor and credit of the Government, and to af- 
fect so beneficially the industry and prosperity of 
the country, why does he hold on so tenaciously to 
this “petty fund,” and take up the Executive veto 
on the little tariff bill, to incite and invite the de- 
feat of this measure also? 

Why does he not join with the friends of the 
measure, in saying toche President, This bill is the 
deliberate and solemn result of the mature consid- 
eration of the representative body, to whom be- 
longs the right of providing revenue. It has re- 
ceived the sanction of the representatives of the 
States? It is the expression of the will of both the 
people and the States. If the Senator was ready 
to do this, there need be no apprehension of an 
Executive veto. 


He would say to his friends that their duty to 
the country, and their duty to their constituents, 
demanded of them to hold fast to the measure of 
distribution. It was a question which they could 
not now, in honor or in duty, yield up, without 
being obnoxious to the condemnation of the whole 
world for having submitted and crouched to Ex- 
ecutive dictation. 

If their Jabors for the benefit of the country are 
to be frusirated—if they are to be again thwarted 
and defeated, they will, at least, have the conso- 
lation of satisfying the country that they march on 
straightforward in the maintenance of their own 
rights and those of their constituents, instead of 
cringing under the lash of any Executive author- 
ity, and being turned aside from the straight path 
of duty by the dread of one man’s power. Never, 
till his country demanded the sacrifice, would he 
consent to abandon this measure of distribution. 

Mr. BUCHANAN said he had a few words to 
say, gravely and sincerely, in reply to the remarks 
of the Senator from Kentucky. He would not ob- 
ject toatax upon tea and coffee, if such were 
shown to be necessary to the welfare of the coun- 
try and the preservation of the national faith. 
When, however, such a necessity did not exist, 
they were the last articles of all on which he would 
lay a tax. The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
CRITTENDEN] had said that, let the land fund be 
restored to the treasury, still there would be a defi- 
ciency in the revenue, and a necessity for laying a 
tax upon these essentials of life. Not so. He 
admitied that, during the present year, and during 
the present Administration, the proceeds of the 
sales of the public lands had fallen far below the 
estimated revenue to be derived from a tax on tea 
and coffee. Why? Because, for some cause un- 
knewn to him, the public lands had not been ad- 
vertised for sale. There were large numbers of 
persons in the West, with the money to buy the 
public lands in their pockets, who had no opportu- 
nity afforded them of bidding for them. He (Mr. 
B.) believed that, during the coming year, the pro- 


ceeds of the public lands would amount to more 
than three millions of dollars. ‘Thus the two anda 
quarter millions esumated as the revenue to be de- 
rived from a iax on tea and coffee, would be more 
than equalled by the land fund. He believed that 
revenue enough would be afforded by striking out 
those articles, and placing them on the free list, 

The Senator trom Kentucky bad asked whether 
the patriot woufd not consent to give up one out 
of his five cups of tea or coffee? Certainly. But 
if such a step be not for the good of the country— 
if there be no necessity for making the sacrifice, 
why deprive him of his fifth cup? He might say 
he cared not for the men; but it was an exceedingly 
hard case for the ladies—the old women who sip 
their tea with so much zest—to be deprived of this 
additional cup. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN. Let the men give up 
their share. Let the old bachelors have none. 


Mr. BUCHANAN said he would willingly sur- 
render his. But (he continued) the Senator from 
Kentucky put kis opposition to the motion to 
strike owt the section upon another ground; and 
asked, why not sacrifice the fifth cup, in order to 
obtain the great inheritance of the public domain? 
True, this was a great and magnificent inheritance, 
and though the Senator might be anxious to give 
it up, he could not be more sincere in his convic 
tion of the justice of that opinion, than he (Mr. B.) 
was of the destructive policy of making the sur- 
render. ‘What would be our position in case of a 
war? All duties would cease; our commerce would 
be shackled, and diiven from the ocean; and the sev- 
eral States be taxing their citizens to the extent which 
they could bear. Where would be our resori? 
He knew it had been said that distribution was to 
cease in time of war; but what was to become of 
the debt which would then bave to be contracted, 
and would follow the war? Whilst this land fund 
is preserved, we can al any time raise fifty mil- 
lions of dojlars on the faith of its pledge. - In the 
hour of danger, when no duties can be collected, 
the public domain comes in full play to relieve the 
country. He believed it would be destructive 
pelicy to surrender it. 


But the Senator had asked why we did not take 
our own advice—surrender our opposition to the 
distribution clause, and support this bill? Was it 
necessary that he should answer this question? 
Was he bound to take a cup with poison in it, be- 
cause the remaining part haprened to be filled with 
healihful beverage? Why not separate the two 
measures? Why does tae honorable Senator in- 
sist upon presenting both at the same time, and in 
connexion with each oihei? Why did he ask Sen- 
ators to vote for a law, part of which they believed 
to be unconstitutional?) He (Mr. B ) had declared 
more than once that he did not believe the power 
to distribute the public lands to be wanting; but he 
was as much opposed to the measure as if it were 
palpably unconstitutional. 


He would ask the Senator from Kentucky one 
question. Suppose there be two great goods—one 
attainable, and the other not attainable: if the 
tariff be a good, and the distribution a good, is it 
the part of a wise man to refuse one, because he can- 
not get both? Would not the course of wisdom be 
to take one, and let the other come when it could? 
Two great goods are presented to a wise man: un- 
doubtedly it should be his policy to take that which 
he can get, raiber than incur the loss of both. 


But there was one remark cf the Senator with 
which he was much pieased, and which induced 
him to hope that, whatever the fate of this bill, we 
should have a pioper revenue bill before the close 
of the session. ‘Whe Senator iad said he would 
not yield his position now; no, not now. From 
this, he was induced to believe tvat, though the 
Senator wou! not give up the distribution policy 
now, he wou'd finally. He believed the Senator 
would ultimately make whatever sacrifices were con- 
sistent with honor, for the purpose of serving his 
country. The Senator had certainly left himself 
latitude enough to do so, in his declarations to-day; 
and he (Mr. B.) did not doubt but that, when he 
found his favorite object unattainable, rather than 
sacrifice tue revenues of the Government, and the 
protection provided iu this measure, he would yield, 


and take the bill as it stood, without the distribution 
feature. ‘ 

Mr. CONRAD responded fully and unequivo- 
cally to the decision of the Chair as to the ra'e to 
be observed in reference to the introduction of the 
Executive opinions in debate. It was with some 
diffidence he differed from the Senator from North 
Carolina (Mr. Gaanam] as to the propriety of 
abolishing this rule, for the sake of that freedom 
and latitude of debaie which would result from it. 


‘He thought the tendency of the Executive power 


had been, from the beginning of the Government, 
too strongly towards accumulation; and he was, 
therefore, not disposed to open the doors to that in- 
fluence which might be felt in legislation by aban- 
doning this rule. 

As to the veto message cn the little tariff bill, so 
often alluded to, he had examined it carefully, but 
found the Executive sentiments so wound up in 
oracalar obscurity, that he could hardly tell what 
were his grounds of objection. 

After some further remarks in reference to the 
veto, Mr C. asked the Senator from Pennsylvania 
if he bad ever calculated the amount of poll-tax 
(as he called it) that the duty on tea and coffee 
would inflict on individual consumers of tho.e arti- 
cles? If be had not, he could tell the Senator. 
The duty to each consumer would be 4 cents and 
9 mills on tea, and 8 cents and 9 mills on coffee: 
in all, something over 13 cents. This, surely, was 
a very small burden, supposing that it was all paid 
by the consumer. And its being so very small to 
each individual, was one of the best of reasons for 
imposing it, because it became a light and universal 
tax. There was another reason: that they are arti- 
cles of large bulk, and, being liable to a small duty, 
there would be no temptation to smuggling. They 
would be articles of productive revenue. 

No one listened with more pleasure than he did 
to the eloquent and sonorous tones of the Senator 
from Pennsylvania, in debate: but, when that Sen- 
ator got up to prophesy, he confessed that the tones 
of his predictions fell upon the ear like the notes of 
some bird of ill omen; tor he had never yet heard 
him predict a veto to a Whig measure that was not 
verified. Now, however, something whispered him 
that the Senator was not in the true prophetic vein 
—that his predicted veto would not come. He felt 
satisfied that the exigencies of the Government, 
the condition of the country, and the various cir- 
cumstances of the times, would overrule the mere 
opinions of the Executive as to the necessity ot ad- 
bering to his own conceptions of expediency, in 
preference to the ofi-repeated decision of the repre- 
sentatives of the people and of the States. 

Mr. TALLMADGE observed that the principle 
now recognised by ail was, ihat such a revenue 
bill should be passed as would give an amount of 
income necessary tO an economical administration 
of the Government, and, at the same time, afford 
incidental protection to the industry of the country. 

As to the question at issue—that of the distribu- 
tion of the proceeds of the public lands—his senti- 
ments heretofore were well known; and he should 
only now say, that his opinions had undergone no 
change. 

He believed the only measure of the last session 
which had been so carried out as to give relief to 
the country, was the bankrupt law. 

Now, it was urged that this revenue bill, in its 
present form, cannot become a law. He would 
say ‘at no intimation of what may be the action 
of anotber branch of the Government should ever 
have aay effect on him. Gentlemen had taken up 
the veto on the little tariff bill, and inferred from it 
that this bil is to share the same fate as that tem- 
porary measure. He inferred no sach thing. Sup- 
pose any former Presideni—Genera! Washington, 
for instance—had thought fit to veto a bill; and 
suppose another bill of immensely superior conse- 
quence, and involving vastly more important inter- 
ests, were to be sentto him; and suppose it contained 
no constitutional impediment: would not General 
Washingion say, Let the will of the people take ef- 
tect, and this bill become a law? 

What is the great objection to the 27th section, 
as now intreduced into this revenue bill? Gentle- 
men say it violates the compremise act. But was 
it not contemplated, at the time the compromise act 
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was On i's passage, that the proceeds of the public 
lands were 'o be no part of the revenue of the 
Government? Had not tbe land bill then passed 
both Houses of Congress, and been sent to the Ex- 
ecutive ‘for sanclion—a vill taking the land fund 
from the treasury, and giving it to the States? 

Tne Senator {rom Pennsylvania asks, Why stand 
upon this miserable pittance, and, by doing so, defeat 
the bill? Butdid not the gentlemen opposite ad- 
here to the gratuity of lands to the new States? 
Was it not the understanding that it was part of 
the compact that the old States were to receive their 
portion of the distribution? The right to the 500,- 
000 acres to each new State, which was in part the 
consideration for this distribution, is now to be 
considered a vested right, while the right of the 
old Siates to the distribution is to be violated. 

The proceeds from the public lands are fluctua- 
ting and uncertain. Stability in the income of the 
Government is necessary; and the only way that 
stability can be insured, is by a regular system of 
tariff. He considered this stability would best be 
promoted by letting this land fund—which may be 
only one million this year, and ten or twelve mil- 
Jions another year—go to the Siates in distriba- 
t10n. 

He was here to sustain the views of his constit- 
wents; and this distribution measure was a leading 
one with them. He, therefore, not only himself 
approved the measure, but fulfilled his duty to those 
who sent him here, in supporting it. 

If this revenue bill—this distribution—and some 
measure to regulate the currency, could be passed, 
the prosperity of the country might be looked to 
with certainty. 

He should hope that there would be that patriot- 
ism evinced now, which would give at once means 
for the treasury and encouragement to domestic 
industry. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN, in reply to the Senator 
from Pennsylvania, observed, that if he was asked 
the question,—would he not when two good things 
were presented to him, and wete told that be should 
not have bob, take one in preference to none at all? 
he would answer, without hesitation, that he 
should have bota or none. He should have both, 
simply because they were gocd and necessary. 
He would not purchase either at the price of the 
other, because both were hisright. Neither would 
he purchase either at the sacrifice of the inde- 
pendence of the representative body of the peo- 
ple. 

Suppose the Senate is defeated in consequence 
of its adherence to its own rights: would not the 
Senator hereatier look back with pride to this body, 
which had maintained its independence at such a 
moment as the present? 

If their ancestors had not preferred any alterna- 
live to submission to royal authority, they them- 
selves would not now be here to support their in- 
dependence against Executive encroachments. 

Here was a moment in which they had constitu- 
tional power to ac!; and if their legislation was 
rendered nugatory, who would be responsible— 
themselves, or he whose obstruction defeats the 
necessary legislation of the Government? 

He would not indulge the anticipation of de- 
feat. He would rather indulge the hope that the 
repcated expression of the opinions of the people’s 
represeniatives would prevail. 

Mr. ARCHER, having given full expression to 
his opinions as to the measure of distribution, 
last session, should not now go at large into the 
subject. It was, however, necessary to say some- 
thing in reference to the voie which he should now 
feel bound to give. 

His conclusions then, and now, were, that there 
was a power to do this act, but not an obligation 
to do it. 

Viewing the matier as a questionof mere ex- 
pediency, he had given votes already in relation 
to it, which might be impugned, and had been im- 
pugned; but he was at all times prepared to justify 
bis consistency in the votes he had given. 

He had voted on this question when it was 
brought forward in the little tariff bill, for the sep- 
aration of these measures of distribution and rev- 
enue, becauxe he then believed a temporary law 
necessary for the collection of the revenue; and 
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that the bil! would not become a law, if they were 


not separated. Bul when it was modified, he voted 
for it, because the measure of distribution was 
temporarily suspended by it. 

He also alluded to his votes on the !oan bill. 
He on that occasion gave up the inferior expedi- 
ency for the higher expediency, The same ques- 
tion of expediency ought now to prevail. The 
question is one of th? continued existence of the 
Gentlemen are called upon to per- 
form the duty for which they were sent here—that 
is, to preserve the Government at all hazards short 
of the violation of the Constitntion. If gentlemen 
persist in their bigotry of opinion, the result will be 
that they may go home, leaving no revenue to the 
country but that which may be coilected by the fiat 
ef the Executive. Until a few days ago, he would 
have voted any way ‘o secure the revenue of the 
Government. But now, his mederation on this 
subject was gone. 

He had seen an open attempt made cn the part 
of the Executive to defeat legislative action, by 
putting a veto ona question of the most mature 
and deliberate legislation, on a ground which the 
President himself admits is a mere question of ex- 
pediency. 

There had been four great Whig measures of 
public interest passed by Congress in this Adminis- 
tration, and the Executive head vetoed three of 
them. 

Upon a mere question of expediency, to veto a 
revenue bill like this would be a stretch of Exccu- 
live power never attempted by the most arbitrary 
princes of that country upon whose institutions those 
of this country had been modelled. Never, in the 
mother country, had an instance been known of a 
bill of supply being vetoed—nct even by the Tu- 
dors, 

He would say, if the alternative were put, let 
this Government go into dissolution, sooner than he 
would, by his act, suffer any individual to puta 
bridle upon the legislative body, and, by a motion 
of the finger, centro! the action of the whole Gov- 
ernment. 

if there were men of any party ready to succumb 
to such dictation, andto go home made by their 
own act slaves, he would not be found among such 
men. If it was necessary, he would not only say 
perish commerce, perish credit, bui let the Govern- 
ment fail to pieces, and the Union be dissolved, 
sooner than he should sanction, by his act, any 
measure which would abrogate the independence 
of the peopie’s representatives. 

Mr. LINN observed that he regretted very much 
that the Senator from Virginia had expressed him- 
seif so hostile to the constitutional exercise of ex- 
ecutive power. He had ofien heard such denun- 
ciations, but had uniformly found them so uncalled 
for, that now they made but little impression on his 
mind. When he first eniered this body, he heard 
from the opposition to the administration that the 
country was in the midst of a revolution. He 
heard the same thing from the Senator now. But 
he was nol in the leastalarmed. He judged of the 
present by the past. Year after year, from 1833 
down to 1840, revolutien was the threat of the Sen- 
ator’s party. They denounced to the country, and 
blackened to the deepest dye, the character and 
measures ef the last two Administrations, and de- 
picted the ruin and distress of the country with 
such vehemence, thst doubtless they lashed them- 
selves and their dupes into the belief of great 
absurdities. Yet the country wes prosperous and 
happy under those Administrations, till the gentle- 
men, by the grossest misrepreseniations, succeeded 
in wresting the Government trom their hands. 
They succeeded in doing this, partly by the great 
pledges they gave that they would rescue the coun- 
try from this ruin which they depicied, and which 
existed in their own imaginations only. They 
seized the reins of Government at the moment of 
its quiet and prosperous career, when there was 
no public debt, when the credit of the Government 
was high and unblemished, and when its honor 
was untarnished. 

What is the contrast now? The gentlemen them- 
steives acknowledge that they have placed the 
Government in the midst of a revolution. It is 
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and abroad is destroyed. The treasury is bank- 
rupt. The couniry is disgraced by their in- 
capacity; and now they threaten, as a necessary 
consequence of their own folly, the breaking up of 
the Government, and the dissolution of the Uniun. 
And all this is to happen because their own Presi- 
dent will not let them invade the Consiitution, and 
violate the plighied faith of a solemn compact. 
The gentlemen shall have no excuse for leaving 
the Government to perish for want of sustenance 
and support. If they break up Congress, and go 
home, without doing their duty, they must take 
the responsibility on themselves. He now gave 
them warning that he and his friends were ready 
to sit in their places, day in and day oat, night in 
and night cut, or both day and night, till all neces- 
sary, wholesome, and constitutional measures were 
adopted fur the rescue of the Government from 
the degradation into which the gentlemen had 
plunged it. He and his friends ‘vould not consent 
to adjourn while ihe Government was in such a 
condition. ‘f the gentlemen chose to do it, they 
must take the responsibility. 

Mr. WALKER said tbat, though he did not ex- 
pect to have addressed the Senate on this occasion, 
he could not forbear to do so, after what had fallen 
from some of the honorable Senators on the oppo- 
site side. Gentlemen had told us that the Govern- 
ment was without revenue; that there existed no 
Jawful authority for providing a revenue; that we 
were approaching disorganization, a breaking up of 
the Government, and a dissolution of the Union. 
All these evils were to be encountered, rather than 
a surrender of the principles of the majority—no, 
not a majority of the Senate—who passed the 
land bill. We were told that this Congress must 
break up, rather than confine itself to the proviso 
which one Senator had placed in the distribution 
law. Rather than mainiain the conditions of that 
law, Senators are willing to see the Government 
disorganized and the Union dissolved. 

Mr. ARCHER, remarking that he supposed the 
Senator from Mississippi must have alluded to uim, 
said the crisis had come, in which he did not think 
of the land bill. Considering the other and higher 
questions involved in this bill, he did not regard 
that. Indeed, he believed it would be better to re- 
tain the proceeds of the pubiic lands in the treas- 
ury, if it could be dune without mixing that with 
Other questions. But even if he entertained the 
opinion that these proceeds should be restored a 
thousand times stronger than he did—evenif a 
majority of both branches concurred in the opin- 
iou—he would not surrender to the dictate of the 
Executive. 

Mr. WALKER continued. The consequences 
which had been threatened were to be encountered, 
hecause the President adhered to the conditions of 
the distribution law—those very conditions on 
which alone he signed it, and which he will net 
now retraci. Because he refused tu change his 
course, aud thought proper to veto the Jate tariff 
biil, Senators deciare themselves willing to see the 
Government disbanded, and the Union dissolved. 
He would that his voice could reach every log- 
cabin in the country, telling the people that, sooner 
than yield to Captain Tyler, Senators are willing 
to yield the Government, and give up the Union. 
These declarations come not from gentlemen who 
were in the habit of dealing in the language of the 
braggadocio, but from men who had the resolution 
to carry out what they asserted. Yes! this doctrine 
is now boldly proclaimed by the leaders of the 
party, and the people ought to know it. 

The people who are about to elect Representa- 
tives should know it, m order that they may de- 
termine whether they will send R-presentatives to 
Congress who will co-operate with these leaders 
in their policy, or Democrats. The Government is 
to be stopped aud to be left without supplies. The 
fifteen millions of debt which you contracted (for it 
was admitted that Mr. Van Buren left but five 
and a half millions) is to remain unpaid, and your 
own plighted faith to be broken, merely because 
you differ with Mr. Tyler, or rather because he 
would not differ from your former principles, and 
adhered to the proviso which you inserted in the 
land bill. 


Had the President violated the Constitution? 
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We have heard his cour-e assimilated to the doings 
of royalty. Was that an assemblage of kings 
which framed your glorious Constitntion, and gave 
you a Unien and a Government? Did it not con- 
tain the embedied wisdom of cur sages, with 
Washington at their head? And yet they placed the 
veto power in the Constitution, in letters which 
read as clear as if they had been written in sun- 
beams. It was intended as a check upon parties— 
a check upon ephemeral majorities, like that which 
brougkt a transient party into power in 1840. How 
did the President, in vetoing that bill, trample upon 
the rights of the people? A majority of the States 
and the people have declared against the measure. 

But yesterday we saw resolutions from the State 
of Connecticut—and my own State passed similar 
resolves—ccndemning the act, and eine to re- 
ceive one dollar of the money to be distributed un- 
der the law. Yet these are States, both of which 
participated in its passage. O.her States might be 
named in a similar situation. Thus, this measure 
is not merely vetoed by the President, but also by 
the people. Who, then, are defying the people? 
Not the President, but those who voted for the en- 
actment of this measure. 

But it was said that the bill vetoed by the Presi- 
deni did not involve any constitutional question. 
Gentlemen contend that no bill which does not 
conflict with the Constitution could be vetoed. Did 
the Constitution say so? If a law is passed con- 
trary to the Constitution, it will be declared so, 
and rendered void, by the judicial tribunals. 

The veto power would be useless, if only in- 
tended to be used for the purpose of arresting un- 
constitutional laws. The last tribunal was the 
President—the rampart erected by the Constitution 
against encroachment. 


He (Mr. W.) did act think the power should be 
resorted to as an every-day occurrence—for ia- 
stance, upon such a bill as the apportionment act, 
which the President signed, and filed reasons for 
so acting. On that occasion, the President, like 
General Washington when he signed the bank bill, 
took the advice of those who surrounded him, and 
only at the last moment yielded his doubts to the 
expressed opinion of the Legislature. But is the 
President bound to sign every bill which comes to 
him, merely because i: does not happen to conflict 
with the Constitution? Suppose Congress should 
pass an act declaring war at an unsuitable juncture 
of affairs; or suppose it should abolish all tariffs, 
and establish what many regard as the best policy 
of the country—free trade and direct taxes: would 
the manufacturers think the President wrong in 
vetoing such an ac? 

Suppose it should pass an act creating a stand- 
ing army of 200,000 solders—not militia—would 
the President necessarily have to sanction it? He 
held the doctrine advanced to be monstrous in the 
extreme. liso happened, that most of our Presi- 
* dents admitted the constitutional power of Congress 
to abolish slavery in the District of Columbia, 
though they regarded it as inexpedient. Suppose, 
then, an act should be passed abolishing slavery 
here: would not the President be justified in veto- 
ing 11? 

He deplored the sentiments which had been ex- 
pressed by gentlemen on the other side. Had it 
come to this, that the Government must be left des- 
titute of means, because a portion of the two 
Houses of Congress conflict in their opinions with 
the President, in relation to a party measure? He 
hoped the honorable Senator, who had made such 


declarations to-day, would sleep upon what he had ° 


said—'‘hink on them, and pr: sent them to his patri- 
otic feelings—think of his bleeding country,—ere 
he resolved to carry out bis measures, 

The Senator from Virginia (Mr. Arcner] had 
said that this act of the President would have 
brought an English monarch to the block; and 
that there was no instance in the history of that 
Goveroment of a veto upon a bill of supplies. 
What was this bill? Nota bill of supplies, but a 
bili to withh ld sepplies—to withhold the legitimate 
revenue of the Government, (the land fuad,) which 
even the Senator [Mr. ARCHER] admits ought to 
go into the treasury. He concluded by expressing 
the hope that Senators on the other side would 
reconsider the determinations they had expressed 
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in relation to this messure, and not permit the 
country to be ruined because of their differences 
with Mr. Tyler. 

Mr. BAGBY then cbtained the floor, but gave 
way to 

Mr. SEVIER, on whose motion the Senate ad- 
journed. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, August 1, 1842. 

Mr. BOWNE rose, when the journal had been 
read, to a privileged question. He said the 
journal stated that, at a quaiter past three o’clock 
on Saturday, the House adjourned; and he wished 
to have the journal corrected as to the fact, for 
there was no adjournment by the House. 

Mr. ARNOLD. Mr. Speaker, what is the mo- 
tion before the House? 

Mr. BOWNE replied that the question was a 
privileged one for the correction of the journal. 
The tact was, that the Speaker pro tem., [Mr. Ar 
NOLD,] on a motion to adjourn, declared the House 
adjourned while the yeas and nays were being 
called for. 

Mr. ARNOLD said he must take the liberty to 
say, in the face of that House, and in the face of 
the nation, that the gentleman from New York had 
totally misstated [or mistaken—for the reporter did 
not distinctly hear which word was uscdj the 
facts. 

He (Mr. Arnocp) was in the chair—and it was 
indispensably necessary occasionally that his honor 
the Speaker should call somebody to the chair du- 
ring a temporary absence—and while he was there, 
a motion was made to adjouin, there not being 
forty members on the floor. He put the question 
to the House, and, believing the ‘‘ayes” to have il, 
he so pronounced; and after he had done so, a gen- 
tleman called for the yeas and nays. It was under 
these circumstances that the House adjouined. A 
gentleman was speaking on a very important ques- 
tion—not for Buncombe, but for the House; and 
there was hot a quorum in the House to hear him; 
and it was under these circumstances that the ad- 
journment took place. From the sound, the ayes 
evidently had it, and the gentleman was wrong in 
the statement of facts which he had made. 

Mr. BOWNE said he could not—he would not, 
consent to bandy epithets with the member from 
Tennessee; but he appealed to the recollection of 
every member who was present at the time, to 
prove who was mistaken. He appealed to the 
honorable gentleman from Philadelphia [Mr. J. 
R. INGERSOLL] who called for the yeas and nays, 
whether he did not make the call before the decis- 
ion was announced, and before an appeal was 
taken, which was also disregarded. His honor 
(the Speaker) had decided that an appeal did lie 
in such a case; and if it were not so, it would place 
in the hands of the Speaker the power which pro- 
perly belonged to the House to control its adjourn- 
ment. It was under an assumption of power, then, 
never before claimed, that the Speaker pro tem. 
declared the House adjourned; for he did not at- 
tempt even to put the negative of the question. 
The negative was not put, and before ne [Mr. 
ARNOLD] cpened his mouth to announce a decis- 
ion, the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. J. R. In- 
GER‘OLL] called for the yeas andnays. The Speaker 
pro tem., however, refused to take any notice of il, as 
he did of an appeal which was taken; and he left 
his seat,to the surpri:e of the House. It was the 
most arbitrary assumption of power he had ever 
witnessed in a legislative and deliberative body. 

Mr. L. W. ANDREWS (who rose simulta- 
neously with Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL) moved to 
lay the question on the table. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL then rose, and was 
understcod to bear testimony to the truth of Mr. 
Bowne’s statement. 

Mr. GENTRY rose «!:0, but objection was 
made to his speaking while the motion to lay on 
the table was pendiog. 

Mr. McKENNAN hoped it would be with. 
drawn. 

It was understood that the mot'on was then 
withdrawn. 

Mr. GENTRY said he was surprised to see so 
much importance attached to a thing of so little 


importance in itse!f. Ata late hour on Saturday, 
when every member was weary with his a‘tend- 
ance during an oppressively hot day, the’ was @ 
disposition shown, on the part of some genitiemen, 
to take the vole on an important bill, and to com- 
pel him to make his speech, when no one was dis- 
posed to listen to him; and, contrary to his wish, 
he was coerecd into the making of his speech, 
while around him there were appeals made for an 
adjournment. He had proceeded some td or fif- 
teen minutes, when he perceived there was nota 
quorum present; and, at length, when almost in 
the middle of a sentence, he meved an adjournment. 
His colleague [Mr. Arnon] rapidly put the ques- 
tion. It was true the gentleman from Pennsyiva- 
nia (Mr. J. R. InGersout] rose; but the ques 
tion was put rapidly, and the Speaker pro tem. 
came down from the Chair. The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania rose, he admitted; buthe did not 
catch the Speaker’s eye; and it is known thal there 
was no mode cf coumpelliag the Speaker to see any 
gentleman who rose. [Laughter.] If, then, gentle- 
men were disposed to attach importance to the act 
of his colleague, [Mr. ARNoxp,] he hoped some 
equitable tribunal would sit in judgment on those 
who were absent on that occasion. He concluded 
by renewing the motion to lay on the table. 


Mr. BOWNE and Mr. GENTRY made some 
observations, which were not distinctly heard. 
Mr. G. was understood to withdraw the motion. 

Mr. ANDREWS claimed the motion as his own, 
and avowed his purpose to be to cut off debate 

Mr. S. MASON rose to address the House, as 
was understood, in corroboration of the statement 
of Mr. Bowne; but objection was made. 


Some conversation ensved on the position of the 
quesiion. Mr. CUSHING and others were beard 
to remark that the speech of Mr. Gentry was 
proof that the motion of the gentleman from Kea- 
tucky [Mc. AnpRews] was withdrawn, and there- 
fore he had no control over it. 


Mr. BOWNE remarked, if the gentleman from 
Kentucky chose to exclude the truth, let him do 
so. 
Some irregular discussion issued, in the midst of 
which the motion to lay on the table was urged. 
The yeas and nays were called upon the motion, 
and tellers were demanded on that quesuon. Tel- 
lers were appointed, and the yeas and nays were 
oreered, and resulted as fu.lows—yeas 97, nays 87. 
So the motion to lay oa the table prevailed. 

The SPEAKER then avnounced the regular 
business to be the unfinished business of Saturday. 
He remarked that this was the regular petition day; 
but, by aiule of the House, petitions might be laid 
on the tabie, without cceupying the time of the 
House 

Mr. PENDLETON wished to make a report 
from a se.ect committee. 

M:. PROFFITT objected. He said there were 
criminal indictinen's enough before the House. 
[The report was understood to be one of censure 
of the Secretary of the Navy for some official act 
in connexion with the construction of a war steamer 
for the lakes. ] 

Mr. BRIGGS asked the House to receive and 
act upon a bill in relation to post roads; and, as ob- 
jection was made, he moved a suspension of the 
rules for its reception. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill, entitled 
A bill to establish certain post roads, was read 
twice, and committed to the Committee of the 
Whole House, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. C.J. INGERSOLL offered the following 
resolution, which was read for intormation: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State be directed to com- 


municate to this Huuse, at the beginning of the next session 
of Congress, the number of al! persons who have applied, 
throughout the United Siates, for the benefit of the bankrupt 
act; the number of all who have been finally discharged under 
it; distinguishing each judicial district, the amount of debts 
petiioned against, the amount of property surrendered, the 
expenses attending tle proceedingsin bankruptcy, the number 
of commissioners appointed, the number of dayson which the 
judges have held their sessions concerning it, and the amount 
of funds remaining in charge of assignees or other persone jus 


dicially intrusted with them. 
Odjection was made; and it was not reecived. 
Mr. CUSHING preven‘ed a petition for a tariff 


mnembarrassed by sajthing else being attached 
thereto. 
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Mr. FILLMORE hooed the unfinished business 
of Saturday wou!d be proceeded with. 

Mr. McKENNAN said he had a petition which 
he had held three or four weeks, and which he 
could not lay un the table under the rule. 

Mr. FILLMORE said he was in the same posi- 
tion. 


CONTINGENT APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The House then proceeded with the unfinished 
business of Saturday, being “‘A bill legalizing and 
making appropriations for such necessary objects 
as have been usually included in the general appro- 
priation bills without authority of law; and to fix 
and provide for certain incidental expenses of the 
departments and offices of the Government, and for 
otber purposes;” on which Mr. Genrry was entitled 
to the floor, in continuation of his speech wh.ch he 
commenced on Saturday. 

Mr. GENTRY adcres+ed the House in a speech 
of considerable length, in continuation of his re- 
marks of Saturday. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL replied to Mr. Gentry, 
in defence of the provisions of the bill, explaining 
and advocating the appropriations that had been 
assailed by the latter; after which, 

The amendmeats made in Committee of the 
Whole were severally concurred in; when 

Mr. INGERSOLL moved the previous question 
on the engrossment of the bill, which was seconded 
by the House, and the main question ordered. 


Mr. LEWIS offered an amendment, providing 
that the guard, gate-keeper, and other persons ap- 
pointed to protect the Capitol and public grounds, 
shall each receive $750 per annum, and no more. 
Nr. L. said that one of these persons received 
$1,500, four of them $1,250 each; while others, who 
serve in more exposed situations, received no 
more than $500. 

Objection» being made by several, 

Mr. LEWIS asked if he could not move a sus- 
pension of the rules, in order to get in his amend- 
ment. His object was to obtain uniformity in the 
compensations of the persons employed in taking 
care of the public buildings and grounds. He be- 
lieved that there was a majority in favor of bis 
amendment, and he hoped some way could be de- 
vised of getting a vote on it. Youhave (said Mr. 
L.) one man who receives $1,500 per year; and if 
he does anything more than sit in the rotunéo, I 
do not know it. You have four others that attend 
every.olher day, and receive $1,250 each; while 
the man who keeps guard at the gate, a more ex- 
posed situation, receives but $500. He was confi- 
dent that the majority would not approve of such 
an inequality in the compensations of persons per- 
forming the same duties. 

The SPEAKER said that the gentleman could 
not make any motion till the previous question was 
exhausted. 

The question being taken on the engrossment of 
the bill, it was carried in the affirmative—yeas 91, 
nays 78. 

The bill having been read the third time, aud 
being on its passage— 

Mr. LEWIS moved to recommit it to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Meads with instructions to re- 


port it so amended as to make the compensations of 


the guards, gate-keepers, and other persons intrusted 
with the sate-keeping of the Capitol, and other pub- 
lie buildings and public grounds, uniform. 

Mr. L. said that there was no class of persons 
employed in the public service, in which there was 
so great an inequality in their compensations. He 
though!, too, that the compensations of many of 
them were fixed on too liberal a scale, and that 
they ought to be reduced, so as to bear a more just 
proportion to those of others employed in similar 
services. He had called the atiention of the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means to this subject, before the 
bill was reported; but they had not given it their 
altienuuon. 

vir. MORGAN moved the previous question. 

ihe SPEAKER, in reply to Mr. Lewis, said 
that the previous question, if sustained by the 
House, would bring up a direct vote on the pas- 
sage of the bill, and cut off the motion to recommit. 

Mr. LEWIS asked the general consent of the 
Huse to submit an amendment, to make the come 





pensations of the persons referied to in his amend- 
ment $750 each. 

Mr. ADAMS made some remaiks, which were 
net heard; after which, 

The question on seconding the demand for the 
previous question was taken, resulting in yeas 69, 
nays 57. 

Toe main question, being on the passage of the 
bill, was then ordered and taken; and the bill was 
passed without a division. 

Mr. BOARDMAN moved a reconsideration of 
the vote on rejecting the biil for the relief of Joseph 
Nimbiet. 

Mr. RIGGS made a similar motion with regard 
to the bill for the relief of G. W. Hopkins. 

Oa moiion by Mr. STANLY, the House re- 
solved itself into the Committee of the Whole on 
the siate of the Union, (Mr. Fessenpen of Maine 
in the chair.) 

Mr. ADAMS moved that the committee take up 
the bill providing indemnity for French spoliations 
prior to 1800. 

Mr. STANLY moved to take up the bill from’ 
the Senate for the reorganization of the army. 

Mr. BARNARD moved to take up the bill to 
provide further remedial justice in the courts of the 
United States. 

Mr. ROOSEVELT moved to take up the ex- 
planatory tariff bill. 

Mr. HALSTED moved to take up the bill re- 
ported by the Committee of Elections, in relation 
to taking testimony in contested election cases. 

Mr. McKENNAN moved to take up the bill in 
relation to Western marine hospitals. 


Mr. BRIGGS raised the question 
whether the Chair could entertain 
motion before putting the question. 

The CHAIR said that it had been the eustom to 
receive and enter as many motions to take up 
business as gentlemen pleased to make, and then 
to put the question on them in the order in which 
they were made. 

Mr. BRIGGS appealed from the decision of the 
Chair; but, on taking the question, the House sus- 
tained the decision. 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON moved to take up 
Senate bill No. 100, to modify the existing pre- 
emption laws. 

Mr. COOPER of Georgia moved to take up 
the bill providing for the sa'isfaction of the Georgia 
militia claims. 

Mr. CUSHING moved to take up the exchequer 
bill. 

Tne question was first taken on Mr. Apams’s mo- 
tion to take up the French spoliation bill, and it 
was rejected. 

The question was next taken on Mr. Stanty’s 
motion to take up the bill from the Senate for the 
reorganization of the army of the United States, 
and tor ether purposes; and it was carried without 
a division. 

The bill was then read as follows: 


of order, 
more than one 


AN ACT respecting the organization of the army, and for other 
purposes. 

Sec.1!. Beit enacted by the Senate and House of Rep. 
resentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That hereafter, and so soon as the reduction can be 
effected, as herein provided, each company of dragoons shall 
consist of the commissioned officers as now provided by law, 
and of four sergeants, four corporals, two buglers, one farrier 
and blacksmith, and fifty privates; and each company of artil- 
lery shall consist of the commissioned officers as now provided 
by law, and of four sergeants, four corporals, two artificers, two 
musicians, and fifily privates; and each company of infantry 
shall consist of the same number of commissioned officers as 
now provided, and of four sergeants, four corporals, two mu- 
sicians, and fifty privates; and that no recruits shal! be enlisted 
for the dragoons, artillery, or infantry, until the numbers in the 
several Companies shal! be reduced, by the expiration of the 
term of service, by discharge, or other causes, below the num- 
ber herein fixed for the said companies, respectively. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the offices of the 
superintendents of the armories at Springfield and at Harper’s 
Ferry shall be, and the same are hereby, abolished; and the du- 
ties thereof shall be performed by such officers of the ordnance 
corps as shal! be designated by the Presi:ent. 

Src. 3. And 6e it further enacted, That the office of Com- 
missary General of Purchases (sometimes cailed Commissary 
of Purchases) shall be, and the same is hereby, abvlished; and 
the duties thereof shall hereafter be performed by the officers of 
the Quasiermasicr’s department, with such of the officers and 
clerks now attached tothe Purchasing department as shall be 
authorized by the Secretary of War, and under such regula- 
tions as shall be prescribed by the said Secretary, under the 
sanction of the President of the United States. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That, within one month 
after the passage of thie act, the offices of three paymasters of 
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| the army shall be abolished, and that number of paymasters 


shall be discharged by the President; and they shall be allowed 
three months’ pay, in addition to the pay and emoluments to 
which they may be entitled at the time of their discharge. 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That a competent person 
may be employed by the Ordnance bureau, under the direction 
of the Secretary of War, for such time as may be necessary, to 
superintend the manufacture of iron cannon at the several foun- 
dries where such cannon may be made under contracts with the 
United States, whose pay and emoluments shall not exceed 
those of a major of ordnance during the time he shall be so em- 
ployed, to be paid out of the appropriations for armament of 
fortifications; and for the services rendered in such superin- 
tendence since the first day of March, eighteen hundred and 
forty-one, under the authority of the War Department, the 
same compensation shai] be allowed as herein provided. 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That the rations author- 
ized to be allowed to a brigadier while commander-in-chief, and 
to each officer while commanding a separate post, by the act of 
March third, seventeen hundred and ninety-scven, and to the 
commanding ofhcers of each separate post by the act of March 
sixteen, eighteenggundred and two, shall hereafter be allowed to 
the following officers, and no others: 

Yo the Major Genera! commanding the army, and to every 
officer commanding in chief a separate army, actually in the 
field. 

To the generals commanding the eastern and western geo- 
graphical divisions. 

To the colonels or other officers commanding military geo- 
graphical departments. 

To the commandant of each permanent or fixed post, garri- 
soned with troops, inciuding the superintendent of the military 
academy at West Point, who is regarded as the commandant of 
that post. 


To the commandant of each of the armories and of each ar- 
senal. 


To the officers of the corps of engineers and topographical 
engineers having the immediate command of the men engaged 
in the construction of fortifications or other military works, or 
in the improvement of harbors or rivers, but not to include any 


superintendent other than the officer having such immediate 
command. 


Mr. STANLY expressed his anxiety that this 
bill would be allowed to go to the Senate while the 
army bill was there under consideration; and then 
submitted an amendment to the first section, which 
was agreed to, in the following words: 

Provided, That nothing in this section shall be construed to 
prevent the re-enlistment of non-commissioned officers whose 


terms of service may expire before the army shall be reduced 
to the number heretofore established. 


Mr. CAVE JOHNSON moved to strike out the 
first section, and insert a substitute which he had 
prepared, the effect of which was to repeal the act 
of 1838, so as to bring the army back to its organ- 
ization under the act of 1821. He explained the 
nature of the changes which this would effect, and 
also pointed out reforms which he deemed desira- 
ble in the system, by which double rations were 
allowed. 

Mr. GOGGIN made a few observations, and the 
amendment of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
Cave Jonnson] was then voted upon, but there 
was no quorum present. [[t was now half-past 
1 o’clock.] 

The committee rose and reported that fact to the 
House. 


Mr. MORGAN and Mr. BOWNE simultane- 
ously moved acail of the House. 

Mr. GAMBLE called for the yeas and nays on 
that motion; and they were ordered, and resulted 
as follows—yeas 81, nays 62, many members hav- 
ing come in during the calling of the roll. 

Mr. WELLER moved that all proceedings un- 
der the call be suspended; which was agreed to, 
and the House again resolved itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole, (Mr. Fessenpen in the chair.) 

Mr. WELLER boped the vote would be taken 
on the amendment of the gentleman from Tennes- 
see, before the members again got out of the 
House. 

Mr. STANLY aud Mr. C. JOHNSON entered 
into some exp!anation. 

Mr. GAMBLE opposed the amendment. He 

_said the army was too large for a peace establish- 
meni, and too small for a war establishment; but, 
it this amendment were adopted, the bill itself 
would be defeated. 

Mr. ADAMS and Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL con- 
tinued the debate. 


Mr. WiLLIAM B. CAMPBELL observed that 
the House had already settled this question, by the 
decision it bad made on the army appropriation 
bill; and he hoped they would adhere to it. He 
agreed with the chairman, that the officers of the 
army and navy were meritorious and gallant men; 
but their gallantry oaght noi to be taken into con- 
sideration when ihe question of reducing the ex- 
penditures of the Government within a proper 
standard was before them. If the gentleman would 
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refer to a dark period of our history secin 1836, 
when the Fiorida war broke cut—he would find 
that no less than 105 of these gallant officers, who 
had been educated at the public expense, resigned 
their commissions. He did not believe that, when 
wer came, we should depend more on those ofticers 
of the army than on citizens now in the civil pur- 
suits of life; and he very much questioned whether 
they would distinguish themselves more, or render 
greater service to the country, than the officers of 
the militia. Indeed, the experience of the last war 
showed that the officers taken from the militia ren- 
dered more signal service than those educated for 
the regular army. At a proper time he should 
offer an amendment, te provide that no officers 
shall receive extra allowances, othem than their 
regular pay and emoluments. The act of 1839 
contained a provision of this nature; but it had 
been repeatedly violated. If a lientenant was or- 
dered by the quartermaster to perform duties re- 
lating to that department, he charged and received 
extra pay for it; while, at the same time, he was 
drawing full pay as an officer of the line. So, also, 
with regard to officers employed in surveying. 
They were paid for surveying, and also received 
their full regular pay besides. ‘These were abuses 
which Congress never contemplated, and which af- 
fected the character and credit of the army. They 
ought to be corrected; and he supposed there was 
not a member on the floor that was not willing to 
correct them. The act of 1829 was drawn with so 
much precision, that he hardly supposed any Sec- 
retary of War would have disregarded it, yet it 
had been violated, by granting these extra allow- 
ances; and he feared that, though the amendmeni 
he proposed to offer might be adopted, it would not 
cure the evil. 


Mr. MASON of Ohio moved, as an amendment 
to the amendment, to insert after the enacting 
clause the following words: 


That the regiment of dragoons authorized to be raised aid 


organized by the act approved May 23d, 1836, be disbanded on 
the lst Octover next. 





Mr. M. then proposed that the seciion should 
read On as it now stands in the bill before ihe com- 
mittee; his amendment merely providing for the 
disbanding of a regiment of dragoons, in addition 
to the provisions of the section as agreed to by the 
Senate. 

Mr. GRANGER opposed the amendment to the 
amendment. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON explained. 

Mr. CARUTHERS contended that the disband- 
ing of this regiment of dragoons would be in ac- 
cordance with the oft-expressed desire of the 
House; but he also desired a further reduction of 
the rank and file of the army, so that this bill 
might carry out the legislation incorporated in the 
appropriation bill on this subject. He preferred 
that this should be done in this bill, because it was 
a better form of legislation than by an appropria- 
tion bill. 

Mr. MOORE argued in favor of retaining the 
regiment of dragoons, but would agree to their 
reduction on the same scale as the other regiments. 

Mr. STANLY alluded to the danger of a war 
with Mexico, which would be a war with England 
also, and deprecated the disbanding of thisregiment 
of dragoons. The danger was sull greater, inas- 
much as the White House was occupied by a Pres- 
ident who never knew his own mind long together. 
He threw out an intimation that some of these 
amendments were prompted by the near approach 
of the Tennessee elections. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON denied that he was so influ 
enced, and appealed io the knowledge ot the House 
whether he had nut uuilormly advocated there re- 
ductions. 

Mr. CAMPBELL also justified himself. 

Mr. STANLY continued. He said he saw no 
prospect ef a long continuance of peace. Lfe 
likewise pointed out the necessity of a miliary 
force to keep the Indians in check, and the import- 
ance of troops being stationed and retained on the 
Canada frontier. 

Mr. CROSS opposed tbe amendment, on the 
ground of the exposed condition of the frontiers 
of Missouri and Arkansas, and the number of 
Indians whom the policy of the Government had 
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loca! ed on their borders. “He ‘leo referred to the 
warlike and restless habits of the wild or prairie 
incians, their skill in horsemanship and in the use 
of arms, and showed that nothing but a mowated 
force would answer to keep them in order. There 
were, he said, more than 60.000 warriors within 
striking distance of hisState. So far from being 
willing to reduce one of the dragoon regiments, he 
was of opinion that three such regiments would 
not be more than were sufficient; and if the 
committee were as well acquainted with the cir- 
cunistances of the case as he was, he was satisfied 
that no reduction would take place. He knew it 
was impossible for those residing in the interior to 
appreciate the exposed condition of the South- 
western frontier; and it was, therefore, that he felt 
it imperative on him to endeavor to make such ex- 
pianations as might prevent the preposed reduc- 
tion. The war had passed away from Florida, 

and there was now no danger from Indian aggres- 
sions except in that region between the Red river 
and the northwestern corner of the State of Mis- 
sourl. There an infantry force could be of little 
service. Such a force could not give chase to 
Indians mounted on horseback, and could not 
convey information from one post to another. 
Mounted troops, therefore, would alone answer; 
and common justice, as well as humanity, required 
that the Government, whose policy had created 
the danger, should afford a sufficient protection 
from it, Mr. C. believed, from the examination he 
had been able to give to the subject, that the army, 
as at present constituted, was not too large; and 
that its reduction, insiead of being a measure of 
economy, would turn out, in the end, to be one of 
extravagance. Taking the situation of the coun- 
try iato consideration, he hoped the committee 
would not come to the conclusion to disband either 
of the two mounted regiments. 

Mr. McKEON observed that, at the passage of 
the law creating the second regiment of dragoons, 
he voted for it, and he had since voted against dis- 
banding it. He hoped the committee would bear 
in mind, that, when the vote was taken to disband 
this regiment, it got a support that hardly any other 
regiment in the service could get. When the 
question on its redvetion was first taken, the vote 
was yeas 97, nays 99; so that it was rejected. The 
vole was afierwards reconsidered, and the reduc- 
tion was passed by a very smal! majority. Mr. McK. 
thought there would be grea! propriety in reducing 
the sank and file of the army, and thal a consider- 
able saving could be effecied by it; but when they 
came to strike out of the service a branch of it 
peculiarly fitted for the defence of an important 
and exposed part of the country, and which had 
been shown by the gestleman from Arkansas to be 
so necessary, he cou.d not give his assent to it. He 
would not seek to gain popularity by voting for 
the reduction of so important a branch of the ser- 
vice. It would be a species of popularity that he 
did notcovet. He did not meaa to insinuate that 
the gentlemen from Ohio and Tennessee were in- 

luenced by a desire to gain popularity, but he 
thought they were going too far. He was for let- 
ting the organization of the army stand as it was, 
but for redacing the rank and file. We can then, 
(said Mr. McK ,) fill it up at any ume that cir- 
cunistances may render it necessary. 

Mr. WARREN spoke in favor of the amend- 

eat, and said that he should vote for the lowest 
redaction ihat cculd be proposed. He would do 
so, because he believed that there wasno use for 
he regiment proposed to be disbanded. He had 
lately seen a geveral order, prohibiting horse-racing 
and gambling atone of our posts in the Indian 
country, (Fort Gibson;) and by this order it ap- 
peared that these vices had prevailed to a very 
greatexieaot. This proved to bis mind that they 
had nothimg to do; and he had no donbt that the 
same practices would prevail wherever there was 
a dragoon regiment. 

Mr. CROSS explained that the second regiment 
o{ dragvons was not, and had not been, statioticd at 
Fort Gibson; and that the order referred to by the 
gentleman from Georgia was trom the command- 
ing officer of another regimeat. 

Mr. WARREN said that he would go for dis- 
banding both regiments, believing that they had 
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nothing to do. Asto the defence of the frontiers 
of Missouri and Arkansas, be believed that the 
Cherokees, Choctaws, and other civilized Indians 
placed on the borders, were a better protection 


agaiost the wild tribes than the whole army of the 
United Siates, 


Mr. BLACK opposed the amendment at some 
length. When this subject was first before the 
House, he had voted with the majority for the re- 


duction; but he voted under a mistake, not knowing 
the particular individual struck at, or the services 
of the regiment that wasto be reduced. Hedid 
not think that he was the only member that 
voted under a misapprehension. Since he had 
found out his mistake, h- was disposed to retrace 
his steps, and he would go for no reduction that 
was so partial in its operations. Commence: your 
reduction, (said Mr. B.;) begin with the beginning, 
and end with the end, and I will go for it; but 
when you pass by the first regiment of dragoons, 
and strike at the 2d regiment—'han which no other 
in the service has more distinguished itself—I set 
my face against it. The Senate, Mr. B. said had 
sentina billeffecting a saving of eight or nine thous- 
and dollars in this single regiment, by reducing 
the number of horses and men—and this he would 
go for; and yet a proposition so plain as this was 
to be met by a charge of gambling and horse-ra- 
cing, when it was shown that this regiment was 
far away from the post where such practices 
had been tolerated. He was, however, yet 
to learn that there was so much criminality 
in attending a horse-race, or that horse-racing 
had anything to do with the bill before the House. 
He believed that cfficers had attended horse- 
races, anc came away better and purer men than 
many who never went there. The gentleman from 
Tennessee had argued that the bill creating this 
second regiment contained a provision authorizing 
the President to dismount it, or disband it, when- 
ever, in his opinion, the public service should ren- 
der itexpedient to doso. Butdid not the gentle- 
man observe that the very fact of the President’s 
not dismounting or disbanding this regiment 
showed that the public service would not admit it? 
Mr. B. concluded by urging the injustice of passiag 
by the first regiment of dragoons, and striking out 
the second, which had rendered such essential ser- 
vice to the country. 


After a few more remarks from Messrs. CAVE 
JOHNSON, BLACK, and CROSS, 

Mr. BARTON expressed his desire to make 
some observations on the second section of this 
bill before it was disposed o/; and ,therefore he 
moved that the committee rise; which was agreed 
lo. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON submitted a substitute for the 
bill, which he desired should be printed for the in- 
formation of the House; which was agreed to. 


Mr. ADAMS presented a resolution, calling 
upon the Secretari:s of War and of the "Navy to 
inform this Flouse what number of colored per- 
sons are enlisted in the army, or employed in the 
navy of the United States, and in what capacity. 
Also, what portion are free, and what portion 
s!aves; and whether there are any regulations in 
the Departinents of War, or of the Navy, which 
forbid the enlistment or employment of colored 
persons, whether bond or free. 

Mr. McK AY said thers was a law in existence 
by which it was done. 

Mr. ADAMS said there ‘was no law; but one 
was proposed, and it was for the information of 
this House what might be necessary to enable 
them to act on that bill when it came from the 
Senaie, that be offered this resolution. 

A member (whose name was not heard) call- 
ed for the yeas and nays; but they were not order- 
ed. 

Mr. GAMBLE moved to lay the resolution on 
the table. 


Afier some irregular conversation, the motion of 


the gentleman from Georgia was negatived, and 
the resoluuon was adopted. 

Mr. A. C. DODGE introduced a bill concerning 
the judges of lowa Territory; which, on his expla- 
tion that it was designed 10 save the expense of an 
extra session of the Territorial Legislature, to as- 
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sign the jadges’ districts, it was pessed through all 
its stages, 
The House then adjourned. 


IN SENATE, 
Toespay, August 2, 1842. 

Mr. KERR presenied a petition from certain 
persons of Albany, New York, manufacturers of 
medicines, praying that Congress will pass a law 
protecting inventions of new designs: referred to 
the Commitiee on Patents and the Patent Office. 

Mr. BATES, from the Committee on Pensions, 
made adverse reports on certain Heuse bills for 
the relief of individuals, (names not heard;) which 
were ordered to be printed. 

Also, reported back, with an amendment, Ecuse 
bill for the relict of Jeremiah Kimball. 

Mr. KERR, from the Committee on Patents 
and the Patent Office, reported back, with amend- 
ments, the joint resoiution auhorizing the printing 
and distribution of the Digest ef Patents; and, on 
motion of Mr. Kerr, the previous orders of the 
day were postponed, and the amendments of the 
committee were considered, aad agreed to; and the 
resolution was informally passed over till to-mor- 
row. 

On motion of Mr. STURGEON, leave was 
granted to take from the files the petition and pa- 
pers of D. S. Clark 

Mr. SIMMONS presented a memorial from 
Thomas Denny and oihers, of New York city, im- 
porters of foreign straw goods, representing it as 
their opinion that it would be impolitic to impose a 
greater duty in cash than 30 per cent. on slraw 
hats, and 20 per cent. on straw braids: cidered to 
be laid on the table, 

Mr. CHOATE presented a memerial from tke 
inhabitants of Linn, Massachusetis, praying that 
Congress will repeal the law allowing a bounty or 
drawback on the exportation of spirits distilled 
from molasses: ordered to lie ou the tabie. 

THE CONTINGENT APPROPRIATION BILL. 

House bill legalizing and making appropriations 
for such necessary objects as have been usually 
included in the general appropriation bills, and 
providing for contingencies im the several depart- 
ments, was read twice, and ordered to be printed 
and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 
ate a communication from the Treasury Depart- 
ment, reporting, in compliance with a resolution 
which passed the Senate on the 13th instant, at the 
instance of Mr. Wooneury, that since the repeal ot 
the independent treasury bill, the public money, 
except such as was on deposite in the mints, and 
sundry balances in the bands of public cfficers ap- 
pointed by law, had, under the direction of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, been deposited in sun- 
dry banks and saving institutions for safe-keep- 
ing. 

On motion of Mr. WOODBURY, ordered to lie 
on the table, and be printed. 


THE ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


On motion of Mr. PRESTON, the proposition 
of the Chairman of the Committee on Finance to 
appoint a committee of three Senators to meet a 
commitiee cn the part of House to confer on the 
disagreeing voles between the two Houses on the 
army appropiiation bill, was taken up; and the mo- 
tion was agreed to, and Messrs. Evans, Benton, 
and Preston were appointed to constitute the com- 
miitee on the part of the Senate 

NAVY PENSIONS. 

House bill eatitied An act making an appro 
priation for the supply of the deficiency in the 
navy pension fund, came up in order, as in com- 
mittee of the whole. 

Mr. ARCHER explained that the biil was in- 
tended to supply the deficiency in the fund cut of 
which, by law, the navy pensions were anthorized 
to be paid. That fund had, a year or two ago, 
become insolvent, in consequence of the exhaust- 
ing effects of the law of 1837; which bad impro- 
perly foisted upon it others than those who were 
originally intended by the acts of Congress. That 
Jaw authorized pensions to the widows or children 
of all navy officers and seamen who died in the 
service, whether from wounds received in the ser- 
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vice, disease contracted in consequence of pertorm- 
ing the duties of the service, or in the course of 
wature. The previous laws did not; but confined 
them to cases where death ensued from casualty 
or disease contracted in the performance of duty. 
The fund became inadequate to sustain this new 
class of cases, not only was the interest, but the 
principal exhausted; and last year a large amount 
had to be appropriated out of the common treas- 
| ury, to meet the pensions. Due appropriation 
was made, with a proviso that all pensions aliow- 
ed under that act should cease at the end of the 
then next sessien of Congiess. The appropria- 
tion now called for was to supjly the fund so far 
as to meet the pensions due under the former act. 
The second seclion of this bill was intended to 
carry out the repealing act of the last session of 
Congress 
Mr. CHOATE moved to amend the bill with a 
proviso, tu the effect that the widows and children 
of ail naval officers, seamen, and marines, now de- 
ceased, who were entitled to receive pensions under 
| the acts of the 16:h of August, 1841, and of the 3d 
of March, 1837, and as weil atter as before the 
present session of Congress, shali continue +0 re- 
| ceive the same. 
| Mr. C. examined the provisions of the dif- 
| ferent navy pension laws of Congress prior to 1837, 
| as well as the law of 1837, with a view to 
| show that they all stood upon the same principle; 
| that they ail guarantied pensions to the widows; 
and, in case of the ceath of the widows, 
the children of ali officers, marines, and seamen, 


the naval service, without regard to the fund out of 
whieh they were to be paid; that the only difference 
between the law of 1837, and the previou: laws, 
was, that the latter extended pensions to ail cases 
of death in the service. The law of 1841 so far 
repealed the law of 1837 as to declare that 
pensions under it should cease after the end of the 
present session of Congress. His amendment was 
intended to continue pensicns to those who had 
been placed on the roli under the law of 1837; it 
was to add none to the pension roll since the 16th 
Avgest, 1841. He maintained, that to suddenly 
strike from the roll the widows or children of the 
Officers, &c., placed there by the act of 1837, 
would be a proceeding of great severity and hard- 
ship; for that law, like all preceding laws, declared 
that all the widows, (and, in case of the death of 
the widows,) the children of officers, marines, and 


| who died in the naval service, and who shall die in 
| 


| seamen, who died, or should thereafter die in the 


service, (without reference to cause,) shall be enti- 
tled toa pension. This, he argued, was a cotii- 
pact—a sacred compact between the Government 
and those officers and seamen who entered the ser- 
vice—that, in case of their death, their widows 
or children would be pensioned. They entered 
the service with that impression; and some have 
died in the service, and their widows have been 
| pensioned; they have built up their hopes and ex- 

pectations on this obligation of the Governmenr— 
| have arranged their affairs with reference to it; 
and, under sucha state of ‘things, he contended 
| that it would be a most upjast and unmerciful pro- 





ceeding to strike them suddenly from the roll. If 
the Jaw of 1837 was improvident, as was believed 
by many, it ought not to have been passed; but, if 
ii was repealed, the repeal should at least be pro- 
spective. It was better becoming the Government, 
thai we, Who were able, should bear the loss, than 
these who, by the indiscreet premises held cut to 
them, bad built up their hopes and expectations 


|| upon those promises—promises, too, specific and 


unequivocal. Tae word of the Government’, he 
said, should be as good as the bond of the Gov. 
ernment; and he maintained that i! was the daty of 
the Government, in altering its laws grasting pen- 
sions, to respect any night acquired uncer existing 
laws. 

Mr. C , after dwelling at much length on the 
hardshi,s of the case, argued that it would be a vio- 
lation of the plighted faith of the Government to 
repeal the law of 1837,s0 far as 1 would affect 
those who had been placed on the pension oll un- 
| der it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS was opposed to this amend- 
| ment. He said that the law it proposed to revive 








|| was impolitice and unjust, to say the least of it. 
|| He did not know why it was that Congress was 
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called upon to revive the law of 1837. It was not, 
he was sure, public opinion that called for it; for 
it was universally condemned as impolitic and an- 
just. The navy pension fund bad been overreached 
by it. ‘The Jaws prior to 1837 authorized pensions 
to the widows or children of officers, marines, and 
seamen in the naval service, who died, or should 
thereafter die, in consequence of wounds received, 
or diseases contracted, or were lost in the per- 
formance of their duty. These pensions were to 
be paid out of the interest derived frem the navy 
pension fund of $1,300,000. In consequence of 
the passage of the law of 1837, which extended 
pensions to the widows or children of all cfficers, 
marines, and seamen who died, or might die, in the 
naval service, in the course of nature, the whole 
fund was exhausted; and, at the last session of 
Congress, a large amount was appropriated to sup- 
ply the deficiency, to meet pensions then becoming 
due. In consequence of that exhaustion, an ap- 
propriation was now necessary to provide for the 
pessions which were legitimately chargeable on 
that fund. 

He conceived that the amendment proposed went 
farther than the law of 1837; it would continue 
on the roll those who were entitled te five years’ 
pension only. Mr. W. argued that there was 
no vested right in those pensions—that the faith of 
the Government was uot pledged to continue their 
payment out of the common treasury—that the 
whole system was founded on the navy pension 
fund—and that, beyond that fund, legitimately ap- 
plied, it was never intended to grant one dollar. 
He hoped the amendment would be rejected. 

Mr. SEVIER inquired whether the bill provides 
for the repeal of the law of 1837. 


Mr. ARCHER replied that the law of 16th Au- 
gust, 1841, made a change in the law of 1837, to 
the effect that all pensions under it should cease at 
the end of this session. Ths was to enforce that 
repeal. He then spoke at great length against the 
amendment. He denounced the law of 1837, 
which it proposed to revive, as a most iniquitous 
fraud upon the fund, and a most unjust measure. 


Mr. WOODBURY argued that, if the fund had 
been exhausted by invalids, it would have been 
ihe daty of Congress to reimburse the fund; but 
that it was not ils duty to reimburse it so far as it 
had been improperly exhausted. It was never in- 
tended that these pensions should be paid out of the 
commun treasury. He said the pensioners under 
the Jaw of 1837 had received already from the 
pension fund more than they were entitled to, and 
that they had not a shadow of claim upon the 
general treasury. 


The question was then taken on the amendment 
of Mr. Cuoate, and decided in the negative—yeas 
12, nays 27, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bates, Choate, Clayton, Evans, Huntington, 
Kerr, Miller, Smith of Indiana, Sprague, Tallmadge, te, 
and Woodbridge—12, 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Archer, Bagby, Benton, Buchanan, 
Calhoun, Conrad, Crafts, Crittenden, Cuthbert, Dayton, Gra- 
ham, King, Linn, McRoberts, Preston, Rives, Sevier, Smith 
of Connecticut, Sturgeon, Tappan, Wilcox, Williams, Wood- 
bury, Wright, and Young—27. 


Mr. WILLIAMS remarked that, previous to the 
passage of the law of Ist January, 1835, the pay 
o! the officers was regulated at so much per month, 
according to the grade; but by that law the pay was 
fixed at $2,000 or $3,000 per year, depending upon 
the grade. The consequence is, that the widows 
of officers who died previous to that Jaw were paid 
at the rate of the half-pay per month, and those 
who died subsequent to the passage of the law at 
the rate of the half-pay per year. Mr. W. wished 
lo preserve in the system some uniformity, and there- 
fore moved to amend the second section of the bill 
by adding the following: 


That all pensions to officers, &e.,in the naval service, shall 
be regulated by the pay as it existed on the Ist of January, 
16835. 

The question was put on the amendment, and it 
was agreed to, 

Mr. BENTON moved 'o amend the bill, by add- 


\| ing the following as an additional section: 
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And be it further enacted, That, in all cases of application 
hereafter made for admission on the navy pension list of the 
United States, the said application shall be governed and de- 
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cided according to the law in forcs in relaion to the granting 
of military peusions. 


After a few remarks by Mr. BENTON, explan- 
atory of his amendmeni—which was iniended to 
correct the inequalities existing between the army 
and navy pension systems; and by Messrs. ARCH- 
ER and WILLIAMS, who saw no necessity for 
it, the question was put on its adoption; and it 
was rejected. 

The bill was then reported to the Senate; and, 
the amendments of the committee of the whole be- 
ing concurred in, 

Oa motion of Mr. WHITE, its further consid- 
eration was postponed till to-morrow. 


THE TARIF¢ BILL. 

The bill “to provide revenue frem imports, and 
to change and modify existing laws imposing du- 
ties on imports, and for other purposes,”’ was taken 
up, aS in committee of the whole; the question 
pending being on Mr. Bucwanan’s motion ot Sat- 


urday, to strike owt the twenty-seventh section of 


the biil, which reads as follows: 

And be i! further enacted, That the proviso to the sixth 
section of the actentitled “An act to appropriate the procceds 
of the sales of the public lands, and to grant pre-emption 
rights,” approved September 4th, 1841, be, and the same is 
hereby, repealed. 

Mr. BAGBY being entitled to the floor, address- 
ed the Senate for two hours; the foilowing being 
but a mere sketch of his remarks. 

He took pleasure in saying that, upon this im- 
portant question, the Legislaiure of the State of 
Alabama had expressed, as it had done on most 
other questions, a distinct and decided opinion. 
However well he might be disposed to carry out 
its Will upon Other subjects, there was no occasion 
oan which he found himself better prepared to go 
the whole length with them than on the present. 
He could not think otherwise than that the distri- 
bution law was not only one of the most extraor- 
dinary acts of American, bui also of all modern 
legislation. It was an extraordinary measure in 
all its aspects—whether considered with regard to 
our form ef government, or with reference to the 
peculiar time at which it wasenacied. Its effect 
would be to subvert what he deemed to be the true 
theory of the Government, and to prostrate those 
principles which were based on the idea that the 
Government should be dependent on the people, 
and not the people upon the Government. 

What was the naiure of this Government, what 
its powers, and whence derived?) Was it a Gov- 
ernment independent of the States, or a Govern- 
ment with limited powers, authorized tu raise no more 
revenne than what was found to be necessary to an 
economical administration? Whence, too, came the 
power over the land fund? He should endeavor 
to show that there exisied no difference between the 
power to distribute the proceeds of the public 
lands, and the power to distribute any other rev- 
enue from the public treasury; in fact, that no dil- 
ference existed between this measure ot distribu- 
tion, and that of assumption, which now is con- 
sigued to a temporary sleep. He argued that to 
distribute $3,000,000 to the States, which was de- 
rived from the sales of the public lands, required 
an equal exercise of the power as the distribution 
of $3,000,000 to the States, which was derived from 
the customs. Whente came the right to distrib- 
ute the public revenue? He knew nociause in the 
Corstitution which asserted it, and he deemed it 
to have been denied to the Federal Government by 
that sacred instrument. ‘The act was certainly a 
violation of the Constitution, 

But what was the condition of the treasury at 
the time the distribution law was passed? What 
now, when it is proposed toretain the 27th section 
in the bill? He knew that his appeal could not 
change a vote upon the floor—ihat, had he the wis- 
dom of Solemon, and the light of all the angels, he 
could not alter the course of the majority, whose hosts 
were numbered, and whose ranks were drilied —no, 
not even to the crossing of a t, or the dotting of aa 
t. But he would ask the majority whether they 
had one dollar in the treasury; whether their cred 

it was worth anything; and whether they nad any 
law for collecting revenue hereafie:? No! They 
were without money, without credit, and without 
a law to collect any revenue; and yet, in such a 
condition of the public finances, they proposed to 
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give away the land fund from an exhausted treas- 
ury ! 

How had these resulis been brought about? 
Gentlemen said they would not discuss the ques- 
tion in the dog-days; and that it was exbausted five 
months ago, upon Mr. Clay’s resolutton. How 
happene it that Congress was here in the dog- 
days? Where was the potency of the party that 
had a majority of 10 in the Senate, and 40 in the 
House, and yet was obliged to acknowledge that 
this Government was without funds and credit? 
Whose fault was this? He answered, unhesita- 











lingly, ihat of the “universal Whig party.” Had 
that party shewn any disposition to lay down 
par'y feeling, and tender the olive-branch? Cer- 


tainly not. Al! the efforts made here were neither 
to support the throne nor to oppose it; but to build 
up a power behind the throne greater than the 
throne itself. Did gent!emen believe they could 


‘ ° if 
promote their own good and the welfare of the 


country, by carrying on a war with the President? 
Who nominated and elecied him? Certainly, no 
one on his (Mr. B.’s) side of the House. The 
Whig party elected him to office, and the prov- 
idence of God made him President: on all prin- 
ciples of patrivtism, he thought they were bound to 
support him. It was certainly no accident that 
made him Vice-President. 

But a short time since, when he and his political 
friends found it necessary to oppose a provision in 
the apportionment bill, their course was dencunced 
as nullifying aud disorganizing. What was the 
language of the Senators from Kentucky and Vir- 
ginia on yesterday? The Senator from Virginia 
(Mr. Archer] said that, though he regarded the 
distribution bill as a mere matter of moonshine, yet 
he would abandon the Constitution and the Union, 
rather than submit to a measure which he himself 
looked upon as indifferent. ‘This was the princi- 
ple which many genticmen were avowing. Rather 
than give up the land fund, they say—away with 
the Cunstitution, Union, and everything else. 

The distribution law was, however, one of the 
great measures of the campaign of 1840. He 
kaew not what were the principles shadowed forth 
in other sections of the Union; but in his State red 
pepper, coon skins, cider barrels, and log cabins, 
were the only mottoes, emblems, and temples of 
the party. In one quarter, the bank was the main 
measure; and in another, the distribution scheme. 
Mr. B. gave a history of the origin and passage of 
the distribution law and the bankrupt Jaw through 
Congress, at the extra session; and entered into a 
statement to show that they passed through a sys- 
tem of log-rolling. If he could not have got his 
measures through, without resorting to thegtricks of 
the Whig party, he would say with the Senator 
from Virginia—Let the Union go; let all go, 
rather than secure a bankrupt !aw and a distribu- 
ticn law by such means as wete resorted to at the 
extra session. 

Mr. B. said he was amused to hear the other 
side of the Senate so often calling the President a 
dictator, when it was notorious that he had not a 
friend in the Senate. Perhaps they had had enough 
of the dictatorship in the person of another, and 
wished to get clear of dictators aliogether. Ii they 
wished to bring about the good of their country, 
did they expect to accomplish the objet by keeping 
the treasury empty, merely because they did not 
agree with the President? Did they remember the 
maxim of the patriot—‘*My couniry, right or 
wrong?” Though he (Mr. B.) had not supported 
r. Tyler, yet, when he cid right, he felt himseif 
bound, by obligations of patriotism, to support bis 
measures. It was said that the President had been 
s‘duced, and had cancelled the obligations which 
the Whigs were under io support him. Seduced 
from what?’ From red pepper, cooas, and cider? 
Was that the seduction? He (Mr. B.) could not 
-peak with familiarity on this subject; but he 
would say ihat, if the President bad been seduced 
ata!l, it was from the Jeffersonian principles o! his 
eariy life: it was the seduction by which he was 
decoyed into the embrace of tne Whig principles of 
1840. 

He read from the journal of the Senate at the. 
exira sessiog, to show the origin of the distribution 
jaw, and the plan of the session, as laid down by 
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Mr. Clay. 


On the 24th page, it would be found 
that Mr. Clay offered a resolution declaring that 
the session should be confined to the discassion of 
certain measures, (six in number,) only: Ist. The 
repeal of the sub treasury. 24. Tne establishment 
of a National Bank. 3d. The providing of an ade- 
quate revenue for the Government, and the extinc- 
tion of the debt crea'ed by the late Administra- 
tioa; (and who then thought that this debt would 
be run up by the present economical Admuinisira- 
tion from five and a half to twenty-five millions?) 
4th. The enaciment of a distribution law, the ori- 
gin of which he designed to show. The honor of 
that measure was due to Mr. Clay. That Senaior 
was its father and originator; and, for that reason, 
the measure was adhered to with the grasp of 
death. This was what made gentlemen say they 
would not strike out the twenty-seventh section, 
because it was wrung trom them with the lash of 
executive dictation. This was why they would not 
do right—because Mr. Tyler thought so. Though 
he (Mr. B.) was as little of a Tyler man as any- 
body, yet, if the devil himself were to recommend 
measures which he thought to be right, he would 
not be guilty of such a want of self-respect as to 
declare that he would not support them. 

But suppose the party succeeded in driving Mr. 
Tyler to the wall: would they go back, and bring 
about the measures which they promised? For his 
own part, he should be afraid to trust them. They 
had been eighteen months at the laboring oar; and, 
notwithstanding their promises of two dollars a day 
and roast beef, what had they accomplished? With 
tue debt of the nation increased from five and a half to 
twenty-five millions of dollars, the treasury emptied 
of its last dollar, the public credit valueless, and 
no law for collecting revenue in force, did these 
gentlemen suppose the people would aid them in 
carrying out their measures? Suppoce they had 
their own favorite man in the Presidential chair:— 
could they do any better?’ He thought not. They 
complained of the veto, and denounced the Presi+ 
dent as a dictator, because he had exercised it. 
Was it not as much the duty of the President to 
exercise the veto, when he thought it proper, as to 
sign a bill presented to him? He (Mr. B.) believed 
in his conscience, and always had believed, that no 
other consideration operated to secure the election 
of General Harrison, but the belief that he would 
prove to be—what Mr. Tyler would not be—clay 
in the hands of the potter, or the potter in the hands 
of Clay. 

Whilst the Democratic principles wer@&s eternal 
as the rock of ages, those of the Whigs were construed 
by no two members of the party alike. One Whig 
would say “lam for the distribution; it is the 
great measure;” another would reply, “I am not 
so sure of this distribution law; it will diminish 
ihe revenue, and cause a tax to be put upon tea 
and coffee.” A third raises his voice in favor of 
a bank; whilst a fourth will say, “I do not think 
the bank is popular in my sectien; the people have 
heard so much of Biddle and his frauds, that they 
have no faith in a bank nowadays: I go fora 
bankrupt law.” Thusit was the advocates of the 
distribution law, bank, bankrupt law, &c. all 
combined to elect ibe man. These combinations 
in the Whig party reminded him of the colloquy 
between Sir John Falstaff and Prince Hal. When 
Hal comes in and says: 

“Jack, Lam friends with my father.’’ 
Falstaff. “Then rob me the exchequer, Hal.” 

This was precisely the maxim acted on by the 
leaders of the Whig party. The first thing they 
did was to give away the land money—a specimen 
of the manner in which to meet the expenditures 
of the Government! Give away the public money, 
instead of paying the debts of the Government! 
Exhaust the means of the treasury, in order to 
turnish a pretext for taxing one portion of the 
Union for the benefit of the other! 

Mr. B. referred to the effort which had been 
made to throw the blame of the present protracted 
session upon the Democratic party. His colieague, 
in the early part of the session, offered a resojution 
to adjourn cn the 31st of May; and how was it met 
by the opposite party? He referred to the journal 
for the answer. It might be there secn who had 
drawn out the session to the dog-days. Why was 
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the bi!i—the 18-line bill—which came to the Senate 
late in June, and which was denominated the bob- 
tail tariff, delayed so long? Why was the present 
bill kept back until the dog-days, bat that it was 
supposed that the President would be caught in the 
trap thus set {or him? Why was the one-hour rule 
introduced, and then the fifteen and ten-minute 
rule, but to prevent the nature of the bill from 
being exposed to the gaze of the people? Gentle- 
men might be assured that it could not put out the 
light from the people much longer. ‘Their voices 
would be heard, and would penetrate even here; 
and members of the pre:ent majority, though they 
might escape a lynching, would be consigned to 
political oblivion. 

After arguing against the impolicy of giving 
away money in the present state of the treasury, 
and of waging a fectious opposition to the Presi- 
dent, Mr. B. observed that the opinions of these 
gentlemen, like the fashions of the world, would 
pass away. How long had it been since the Senator 
from Virginia believed that he would hold on to 
the distribution fund with the grasp of death? 

Mr. ARCHER reiterated the explanation made 
by him on yesterday. Though he thought it would 
be best to retain the land fund in the treasury, yet, 
inasmuch as it was connected with other questions, 
he did not choose to succumb to the Executive, 
and permit him to shape the revenue bills to his 
own liking. 


Mr. BAGBY said he understood the Senator to 
admit that the better policy would be to retain the 
land fund, yet he would not succumb to the views 
of the Executive. It amounted to this: the Senator 
will net do that which he considers right, merely 
because the President agrees withhim. Mr. B. 
pursued the subject, and quoted from a speech 
made by the Senator in 1838; in which, speaking 
of the distribution, he said, ‘Was there a sense of 
Justice so torpid as notto be awakened at the prop- 
osition?” He asked why was the sense of justice 
of the Senator so torpid now? 

He appealed to Senators to leave off the policy 
of heading Captain Tyler, and surrender the silly 
bout of etiquette. They said they could not surren- 
der now. He advised them to yield—the sooner, 
the beter. 

After some further remarks touching the com- 
promise act, and other miscellaneous subjects con- 
necied with the present bil!, Mr. B. took his seat. 

Mr. BERRIEN did not rise to enter into the dis- 
cussion of the question now at issue, but merely 
to state ti@reasons which influenced him 1n the 
vote he should give. He had considered the time 
for carrying out the measure of distribution in- 
expedient when the question was under considera- 
tion at the last session; but when the bill was so 
modified as !o remove his objections, he voied for 
it with pleasure. 

it has now been found necessary to go beyond 
ihe tariff of 20 per cent. contemplated by the pro- 
viso of the land bill. The condition of the Gov- 
ernment is such, that it is agreed on ail hands 
there must bea revenue considerably exceeding 
that raie of duty. The statement of the chairman 
of the Finance Committee shows that even the 
amount of revenue propused to b= supplied by this 
bill will not, for two or three years, be enough to 
keep the treasury from some embarrassment. 

During these few years of embarrassment, he 
should be dispoced to consider the same expediency 
which aciuated him to advocate the previso of the 
disiribution act stil! existing, for the continuance 
of that proviso ull the treasury shall be in a condi- 
tion to do without the procecds of the public lands. 
He should therefore have been glad, had he felt 
hiwaseli in a position to take partin advancing tbis 
bill, to have offered an amendment to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Peansyl!vania, the object 
of which would have been to suspend the distribu- 
tion bill till the 30th of June, 1844. Some such 
arrangement as this would have afforded a neutral 
ground upon whieh all parties could meet. Ii 
would besides have these advantages: it would en- 
able the land fund to be applied to the use of the 
Government at a time it would most need it; it 
would admitof an appeal being made to the people, 
which wou'd decide the question of distribution; 
another Congress, fresh from the people, would, at 
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the end of the term approaching the 30ih of June, 


1844, have an opportunity of further acting on the 
proviso, and either repealing it altogether, or tar- 
therextending the suspension. But, beyond all these 
considerations, there would be the importawé one, 
that this much-desired and indispensable measure 
of providing adequate revenue could be adopted, 
when properly amended, in the harmonious spirit 
which, but for this question of distribution, all feel 
desirous of imparting relief to the treasury. 

But he was admonished, by what had already 
eccurred, that all efforts were now unavailing to 
improve or amend this bill. The determination so 
strongly expressed by those who have the control 
of the bill in the Senate to reject all amendments, 
no matter of what character or necessi'y; the un- 
disguised purpose of carrying through the bill in the 
identical form in which it came from the House; 
the inexorable rejection of every amendment rec- 
ommended by the Finance Committee,—seemed to 
be the result of a foregone conclusion, in obedience 
to some iron rule from which they were not to 
attempt to extricate themselves, no matter what 
might be the improvement offered, or the merits of 
any particular cese of amendment. All, alike— 
whether of prime necessity or organic importance— 
it was evident must bow to this iron rule. The ac- 
tion of the majority on these amendments had 
manifested a determination, on the part of the Sen- 
ate, to reject any and every amendment. If he 
understood the nature of the votes the other day, 
(Saturday,) the understanding of those who have 
the control of the bill was to pass it without 
amendment, to avoid the necessity of returning it 
to the other House. While this understanding 
prevails, it would be pertectly unavailing for him 
to offer the amendment which he had spoken of. 


It is not the character of the amendments that 
has to be considered; but the eff ct on the other 
House, if a necessity was created of sending back 
the bill amended. Tbus were many Senators 


| called upon to act upon a bill involving questions 


of the utmost magnitude and importance—ques- 
tions of the gravest import that can come before 
the National Legislature—questions which every 
one knew required the most delicate adjas!ments 
to balance; yet they were told their endeavors 
would be unavailing, and they should conform 
their action to an iron rule, so inexorab'e that the 
slightest deviation from the form in which the bill 
came from the House cannot be allowed. They 
must accept it in this form. No matter what may 
be the merits of amendments suggested, they are 
to share the same fate as those of the Finance 
Commitiee. Thus was he admonished from any 
attempt to make even a proposition essential for 
its insurance of becoming a law. He did not pre- 
sume to express an opinion as to the motives or 
propriety of sucha rule of action. He supposed 
it had been well considered, and that some abso- 
lute necessity existed for iis adoption. But, what- 
ever necessity his associates might feel to act up to 
this iron rule, he, for one, should say, for himself, 
that it should not constrain him to act either affir- 
matively or negatively: he would look solely to the 
merils of each question that came before him, and, 
if not permitied to exercise that free judgment and 
unfettered opinion which he was always ready to 
accord to his associates, he should sanction that 
which wou!d be admitting an iron rule of which 
he did not fee] the necessity. 

Mr. B. then adverted to the veto of the Presi- 
dent on the little tariff bill, and to what had been 
said with recard to bis determination to reject any 
revenue bill coupled with distribution; and re- 
marked, that the Senator from Virginia [“r. 
Arcuer] did not fee! more sensitively the propriety 
of upho'ding the rights an! independence of Con- 
gress than he did. On all proper occasions, he 
would be found ready to maintain those rights and 
that independence, at any sacrifice. ; 

He did not agree with those who thought, should 
this bill fail, Congress ought to adjourn, and do 
nothing for ihe relief ef the Government. It was 
their duty to provide the means of carrying on the 
Government; and he trusted they would not ne- 
glect that duty. 

Mr. WOODBURY said he asked only two or 
three minutes of the attention of the Senateto what 


































he considered the chief question involved in this 
motion. As to this, he differed from those who had 
preeeded him 

The section proposed to be stricken out did, in 
fact, make a new distribution bill. This was the 
great objection to it in the tariff and in this crisis. 
The old bill passed last September, and which the 
President then approved, authorized a distribution 
of the proceeds of the public lands only in case a 
low and moderate duty, not above twenty per cent., 
would yiel! revenue enough to pay all our expend- 
itures, and leave a surplus of what was collected 
from the Jands. But this section authorizes the 
distribution when there is no surplus, with twenty 
per cent. duties. it authorizes iteven in these em- 
barrassed times—if there is no surplas without 
imposing at least thirty-six per cent. duties on an 
average, and fifty, eighty, a hundred, and a hun- 
dred and forty per cent. on several specific articles. 

The Executive might, therefore, under his views 
of this question, as heretofore explained on our 
public records, and so might several! Senators, as- 
sentto such a bill as that of tbe last session; but 
not to such a new, and materially new, distribution 
bill as this section seeks to introduce. 


On this side of the House there is no wish, in 
connexion with this revenue bil!, to disturb the 
terms and substance of the distribution act of the 
last session. It is you, on your side, who now dis- 
turb thatact. Itis you who unsettle and change 
everything, and introduce new embarrassments; 
and why? Not, I hope, to inconmode the treasury, 
nor even to harass another department of the Gov- 
ernment. But the tendency of this section clearly 
is to endanger the success of the whole revenue 
bill, as a financial measure. The provision is also 
out of place here. It is a section not in accord- 
ance with the professed object of the tariff—to fill 
the treasury; but is obviously to help to emply it. 

This section, instead of furnishing supplies, (as 
some have argued concerning the bill,) causes 
waste. Itis at war with the legitimate design and 
efiect of the rest of the bill—to increase our means 
in difficulty, and revive our drooping credit. In- 
stead of this, it puts both at more hazard, by ren- 
dering the passage of the bill to a law at least 
doubtful—some say impossible. 

The change made by this section in other princi- 
ples of the distribution is great, as well as in these 
and in its form. The biil of the last session recog- 
nised no right in the States to these lands or their 
proceeds, but went upon the basis assumed from 
the start by Mr. Stevenson in 1827, and followed 
up afterwards by Mr. Clay in 1832, that the right 
was clearly in the United States. But if a surplus 
in our revenue should happen at ary time, its 
friends then thought it might be useful and expe- 
dient to give it to the Siates. 

But neither of these gentlemen then contended 
for the propriety of dividing anything exeept a 
surplus; and hence it was not pushed further in 
1827, because no surplus had then happened. 

In 1832, however, a surplus was soon antici- 
pated; and the great adopted father of the measure 
then argued, in his report, for the distribation of 
these proceeds, only because (to use his own 
words) they were ‘no longer needed to meet the 
ordinary expenses of the Government;” and, 
again, ‘“‘as the proceeds of the sales are not wanted 
for ordinary revenue.” 

But are those proceeds .not needed by us now? 
Is there any pre‘ence for it? Nor is there any pre- 
tence that the /acts and reaso-s applicable to the 
new distribution, which will be made under this 
section, are such as existed last September, when 
the first distribution became a law, any more than 
what wascontemplated in 1832 

Last September the majority were not willing to 
divide the jands, if thereby taxes must be raised 
above the ordinary average rate of 20 per cent. 
Such a rate, they might satisfy themselves, was 
proper, from both revenue and incidental protec- 
tion. And if the receipts from lands then became 
a surplus, and the States should need them, they 
might suppose it expedient to bestow them ina 
limited and courteous menner. But is that the 
same proposition as to be obliged to increase those 
duties nearly double, and several of them to 100 
per cent., in order to make these receipts from 
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jands a surplus? or as to be obliged to lay more 
taxes lo pay our expenses, instead of using the very 
land receipts thus given away? 

One might be willing to divide the lands in the 
first case, who would be very unwilling to do it in 
the others. With some, there would be no consti- 
tutional difficulty in the first case, (though it is 
otherwise with me;) but,in the other cases, they 
might agree with Mr. Clay, in his speech in 1832, 
that, even in his opinion, it was unconstitutional to 
distribute anything except a surplus, or evento 
collect taxes for the purpose of distribution. Asa 
questicn of expediency, als9, a Senator or President 
might, last September, with a much smaller debt, 
and national credit not destroyed, and only 20 per 
cent. duties contemplated, be willing to aid those 
States in need, by a portion of the lands, who 
would not deem it expedient, if we were now com- 
pelled to raise monstrous taxes, in order to make 
the distribution, and found ourselves now more 
deeply in debt and fiscal embarrassment and dis. 
credit than many of the States. 

There is another grave question connected with 
this section, repealing a vital proviso in the former 
distribution act. If we can hastily and lightly re- 
peal that proviso in such a legislative compromise, 
we may, ere long, see all the other important pro- 
visions in that distribution repealed. When war 
comes, the proviso giving back the proceeds to the 
treasury may also be repealed, because the States 
may then be as needy as now. So the provisoes 
as to extra per cent. to the new States, as to the 
use of the share in this District, the 2 per cent. 
funds to some States, and numerous cthers, may 
all, in succession, be prostrated. Let us pause, 
then. Had we not better defer this grave measure 
of the 27:h section, making, in several respects, an 
entirely new distribution to a future occasion, and 
a separate bill, and strike it out of this tariff? It is 
no part ef the tariff, legitimately. Let it stand alone, 
and on its own merits. Let not the whole tariff be 
exposed, as many anticipate, to a new veto and 
loss, merely to make the experiment of introdn- 
cing a new distribution on new principles, and in 
a new condition of our fiscal affairs. And let no- 
body rail at the President for this jeopardy to the 
measure. It is jeopardy, caused by us—caused 
deliberately--caused by us unnecessarily. For 
what this is persisted in, the country must decide. 
On this side of the House, we wash our hands of 
it. We want a proper tariff passed, and in a 
proper tariff form, and not mixed up with other 
controversies; and, in fine, such as will yield a suit- 
able revenue for the crisis. Let those who refuse 
this, take warning as to the responsibility; for none 
of us can go home with honor, unless we first fairly 
legislate for the occasion, and not patch up some 
impotent, temporary measure, unworthy the emer- 
gency and the true interests cf the country. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN desired to say a single 
word. The Senator from Georgia seemed to sup- 
pose that his political associates here had not given 
unbiassed votes; that they were constrained by 
some unseen power. He was sure the honorable 
Senator did not mean what would seem to be the 
inference from his remarks. He (Mr. C.) stood 
there as free toactas his judgment might dictate 
as the honorable Senator himself. He did not for 
a moment imagine that the bill was perfect, or un- 
susceptible of improvement. He never expected 
to see a bill, composed of so many particulars, cor- 
respond with the judgment of every individual; 
and, if they waited for such a bill, they weuld nev- 
er legislate at all. Inthe emergency of the times, 
they ought notto stand upon scruples, or stumble at 
trifles, but go on in the performance of the duty 
they owed the country, and bring at once to a con- 
clusion this imporiant and necessary measure, in- 
stead of making little amendments which they 
might, under other circumstances, be inclined to 
make. The exigency cf the case was the iron 
yoke which the Senator alluded to, Take the bill 
as a whole, and it approximated as nearly, he be 
lieved, as any bill could be expecied to do, to what 
it ought to be. It was upon this principle he vo- 
ted in relation to it. 

Mr. BERRIEN explained that he had not pre- 
sumed to attribute any motives but those which his 
associates must have had good reason to be influ- 
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enced by, in coming to the decision of acting by the 
iron rule to which he had adverted. 

Mr. WRIGHT said he desired, before the ques- 
tion was taken upon this amendment, to say a few 
words to the Senate; and it was simply on account 
of the position in which the Senator from Virginia 
had placed the question yesterday, that he was in- 
duced to trouble the Senate with any remarks. 
The Senator, if he (Mr. W.) properly understood 
the purport of his argument, assumed that the sec- 
tion relating to the distribution must be retained in 
the bill, or it could not become a law. This might 
be so; he (Mr. W.) was unable to say whether it 
was or not. But he could not, in conscience, vote 
for the bill, if every other item were precisely what 
he desired, provided that section were reiained in 11. 
He did not believe he had a constitutional right to 
vole a tax in this form, for distribution among the 
States; and no man could question that this would 
be the effect of the bill. The Senator considered 
ita point of expediency. He (Mr. W.) consider- 
ed it not only a question of principle, but of consti- 
tutional right. Although he would be compelled 
to differ from some of his most esteemed friends, 
politically speaking, yet he would be compelled to 
vote against the bill, unless the motion to expunge 
the 27th section prevailed. The bi!! could be pass- 
ed, doubtless, by a majority of both Honses; but 
the doubt as to its becoming a law rested not here, 
but elsewhere, and would be determined by the 
fate of the motion now under consideration. He 
had no desire to violate the rules of debate; but he 
believed he had a right to assume that, if this sec- 
tion be stricken out by the voice of the Senate, the 
bil! would meet with no obstruction to its becoming 
a law. 

He (Mr. W.) had voted against the loan bill of 
the extra session, and the tariff bill of the extra 
session, and the Joan bill of this session; because he 
was compelled either to vote against them, or to be 
charged with voting for borrowing money or laying 
taxes for the purposes of distribution. He was as 
ready as any Senator to vote for a tariff which was 
calculated to raise sufficient revenue for the sup- 
port of Government, even according to the de- 
mands of the present Administration. Neither 
was he one of those who held the iron bedstead 
rule. He had never supposed they conld make a 
protective tariff bill by adopting a uniform rule. 
Again: he had never been one of those who repu- 
diated the protection of American interests, so far as 
astrictly revenue tariff could furnish that protection. 
He would not lay a cent of duty for protection of 
itself. 

The gentleman from Virginia, and his political 
friends, had no right to complain of the course of 
Senators on the Democratic side, or to endeavor to 
throw the responsibility attending the defeat of the 
bill upon them; while those gentlemen were de- 
termined to keep, in a bill to raise revenue, a per- 
manent provision for expenciture, which we hbe- 
lieve to be unconstitutional, inexpedient, and im- 
politic. 

The question was then taken by yeas and nays 
on Mr. Bucnanan’s motion to strike out the 27:h 
section of the bill, and resulted in the negative, as 
follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bagby, Benton, Bachanan, Calhoun, 
Cuthbert, Fulton, King, Linn, McRoberts, Preston, Rives, Se- 
vier, Smith of Connecticut, Sturgeon, Tappan, Walker, Wil- 


cox, Williams, Woodbury, Wright, and Young—22. 

NAYS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Choate, 
Clayton, Conrad, Crafts, Crittenden, Dayton, Evans, Graham, 
Tuntington, Kerr, Mangum, Merrick, Miller, Morehead, 
Phelps, Porter, Simmons, Smith of Indiana, Sprague, Tal!- 
madge, White, and Woodbridge—26. 


Mr. TAPPAN moved the following amendment, 
of which he had given notice on Saturday: 


And be it further enacted, That whenever the President 
of the United States shal! receive satisfactory evidence that the 
corn, flour, and salted provisions, exported from the United 
States in vessels owned by citizensof the United States, are ad 
mitted free of duty into the several ports of any European 
state or kingdom, be shall make proclamation thereof tu the 
people of the United States; and thereupon, atter the expiration 
of three months from the date of such proclamation, the duties 
imposed by this act upon all articles the growth or manufacture 
of such state or kingdum admitting such corn, flour, or salted 
provisions free of duty, so far as the same exceeded 20 percent 
ad valorem, shall be thenceforth chargeable with a duty of 20 
per cent. ad valorem, and no more. 


Mr. MERRICK moved to amend the amend- 
ment by incerting after the word ‘:provisions,” the 
words ‘ and tobacco.” 
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Mr. TAPPAN said the motion of the honorable 
Senator could only result in the defeat of his prop- 
osition. He was sorry to see a disposition mani- 
fested to carry this bill through the Senate—in pur- 
suarce, he supposed, of a determination in caucus— 
without permitting the jadgment of Senators to he 
exercised’ upon it in the minutest particular. All 
deliberation, it appeared, was to be suppressed, 
and all modifications cr »xmendments rejected, even 
without consideration. 

The amendment which he had proposed had 
reference to a subject which had pressed itself upon 
the consideration of British siatesmen, and he 
(Mr. T.) thought it was deserving of the atiention 
of the American Senate. He was sorry to see the 
Senator from Maryland exhibiting a disposition to 
defeat the amendment be had offered; and he 
thought that Senator was not consulting the in- 
terests of the State which sent him here, by doing 
so. The gentleman, however, must be capable of 
judging for himself; hat he sincerely hoped that 
the amendment, as proposed by him, would pre- 
vail. 

Mr. EVANS replied; pointing out that such an 
amendment as that proposed by the Senator from 
Ohio, however proper in itself, involved so many 
considerations that itcould not be properly con- 
sidered in the time which the discussion of this bill 
would allow. Sucha proposition would affect the 
whale revenue of the country most extensively. 
By treaty with most nations, the Unied States 
was bourd to admit their products at the same rate 
of duties as the product of any other country. A 
single country might accede to this proposition, 
and so conform to it as to entitle its products to 
come in at 20 per cent. Then, by the United 
States treaties, with many other nations, their prod- 
ucts should be admitted at the same rate, though 
they did not conform. 

Mr. MERRICK contended that tobacco-growers 
were entitled tothe same encouragement and pro- 
tection for their surplus tobacco as any other de- 
scription of agriculiurists, and insisted on his 
amendment. 

Mr. WALKER said the tendency of the amend- 
ment which the Senator from Maryland pro- 
posed to incorporate with that of the Senator from 
Ohio, would be to destroy the latter altogether; be- 
cause, as the Senator had truly stated, the revenue 
of many of the Enropean Staies was so intimately 
conrecied with the duties on tobacco, that they 
could not afford to surrender it. This was a fact 
which could not be denied. What would be 
gained, then, by the proposition of the Senator 
from Maryland? It seemed to him (Mr. W.) a 
kind of dog-in-the-manger proposition. There were 
a vast number of farmers in the State of Mary- 
land who would be glad to export their graia upon 
a principle of reciprocity, such as that which the 
amendment of the Senator from Onio con'emplated; 
and yet the Senator from Maryland refused to ex- 
tend to his constituents this boon. Because he could 
not exact an impossibility—namely, induce the 
European States to abandon their revenue deriva- 
ble from the duty on tobseco—therefore he would 
refuse to permit salted provisions to be made an 
article of export upon those terms, which could 
not but be highly favorable to his constituents. 

But the opposition of the Senator from Maryland 
was stiil more extraordinary; for it he could 
g this amendment incorporated in that of the Sen- 
ator from Ohio, and have tobacco admitted duty 
free, even then he would vote against the whole 
proposition. He would adhere to the bill, even 
tnough he could obtain exemption from all duties 
abroad for all the flour and the grain raised by his 
constituents, and all the tobace. besides. 

He (Mr. W.) intended to vote against the prop- 
osition of the Senator from Maryland, because he 
was in favor of the proposition of the Senator 
from Ohio, thongh not exactly in the shape in 
which it pow stood. He was in favor of introducing 
the principle of reciprocity. He believed it would 
be a boon of incalculable value to those who raise 
grain and flour. It would probably have the effect 


of bringine down the enormous duties which were 
levied in England, to a more reasonable standard. 
He would, therefore, suggest to the Senator from 
Ohio to modify his amendment somewhat, and he 
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(Mr. W.) would vote for it without adding cotion, 
or any article in which he might be supposed to be 
personally interested. It the Senator, instead o1 
making the articles duty free, would insert the rate 
of 20 per cent , he thought it would be practicable, 
based, as it must necessarily be, upon that which 
foras the basis of all treatses—reciprocity. He 
(Mr. W.) was in favor of retaliating, not by pro- 
hibition, but by anentirely different course. He 
never would raise duties to the extent of prohibi- 
tion, merely because duties abroad were raised by 
iniquitous and unjust legislation. He would go 
fora reduction of duties upoa the great principle 
of reciprocity; and he would say that if the Sena- 
tor from Ohio could accomplish this, and bring 
down the duties to 20 per cent., he would aceom- 
plish more for his constituents than any Senator 
had ever done for that great and rising State. He 
believed, if the Senator would do this, the subject 
, ’ 
would force itself upon the Parliament of Great 
Britain. It was a glorious opportunity to obtain a 
reduction of the duties imposed on those articles in 
Great Britain, and thus do an incalculable benefit 
to the starving millions of the population of that 
country. 

Mr. MERRICK replied to Mr. WaLker, main- 
taining the rights of the tobacco-planiers. 

His amendment to the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Ohio [Mr. Tappan] was then adopted— 
yeas 27, nays 13, as follows: 

YEAS—Messts. Archer, Bayard, Benton, Choate, Conrad, 
Cathbeit, Dayton, Evans, Graham, Huntington, Kerr, King, 
Lion, Mangum, Merrick, Miller, Morehead, Phelps, Porter, 
Preston, Rives, Sevier, Sinnmons, Smith ef Indiana, Sprague, 
Talimadge, and Young—27. 

NAYS—Messrs. lagby, Bates, Calhoun, Clayton, Crafts, 
Fulton, McRoberts, Simith of Connecticut, Sturgeon, Tap an, 
Walker, White, and Wilcox—13, 

Mr. MERRICK then moved to amend the amend 
ment by striking out the words “free of duty,” 
and inserting “ata rate of duty not exceeding 20 
per cent. ad valorem.” 

Mr. SEVIER called for the yeas and nays, 
which were ordere’; and resulted in the negative— 
yeas 16, nays 22, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bagby, Bayard, Calhoun, Cuthbert, Fulton, 
Kerr, King, Mangum, Merrick, Rives, Sevier, Smith of Con- 
necticut, Sprague, Walker, White, and Young—16 

NAYS—Messrs. Ailen, Archer, Barrow, Bates, Benton, 
Choate, Clayton, Conrad, Crafts, Dayton, Evans, Graham, 
Huntington, Linn, McRoberts, Miller, Morehead, Phelps, Porter, 
Smith of Indiana, Tallmadge, and Tappan—22, 

The question then recurred on the amendment as 
amended, and resulted in the negative—yeas 16, 
nays 26, as follows: 

YEAS—Mesers. Allen, Bagby, Benton, Calhoun, Cuthbert 
Fulton, King, Linn, McRoberts, Sevier, Smith of Connecticut, 
Sturgeon, Tappan, Walker, Wilcox, and Young --16 

NAYS--Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Choate, 
Clayton, Conrad, Crafts, Crittenden, Dayton, Evans, Graham, 
Huntington, Kerr, Mangum, Merrick, Miller, Morehead, Phelps, 
Porter, Preston, Simmons, Smith of lidiana, Tallmadge, and 
White—-20. 

The CHAIR then observed that the bill was 
open to amendment; and if none was offered, it 
would be reported to the Senate. 

Mr. BENTON remarked that a great many 
amendments were yet to be offered; but as the hour 
was too late to go intothem, he would move an ad- 
journment. 

Some objection being made, a division was call- 
ed for, and resulted —Ayes 20, noes 24. 

So the Senate reiused to a-journ. 

Mr. BENTON said he would then begin with 
his amendments, of which he had a great many to 
offer. The first would be to the 9th line of the 
Ist section, which reads as follows: 


’ 


On cearse woo! manufactured, the value whereof, at th 
last port or place whence exported to the United S;ates, 
be seven cents, or under, per pound, there shall be levied a duty 
of five per centum ad valorem, 

His amendment was, to insert five cents instead 
of seven cenis. Before he preceeded to state his 
reasons for offering this amendment, he deemed it 
proper to say a few words in reference to the 
demonsiration just made, not only of adheriny to 
the iron rule of bailing all amendments, 
denying the common courtesy of adjourning after 
a long and fatiguing session. He stood there upon 
his right to jegislate, and show to the country the 
grounds of his legisiation. He not only had thi 
indefeasible right, but it was his duty to exercise 
that right. And he would tell the gentlemen that 
there was no possible compact they could make 
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outside of this House, or inside of it, that should 
deprive him cf that right. They might try their 
powers of endurauce, if they p eased—he had as 
much muscle for it asaryof them. They knew 
that he whipped the baak party at that game in 
1832. “Alone, I did it,” observed Mr. B., with 
great energy. Day after day ther tried their 
strength, even till far in the night, and he whinped 
them at last. 





It was in vaio to think of stifling legisiation in 
this way. He would tell them that they could not 
doit. He would teli them that several hundred 
amendments ougit to be made to this bill. If he 
saw fitto make a motion of amendment on every 
one of the items in the bill, it was bis right to doit. 
They might put them down by votes, if they could 
not by argumen's; but it made no difference to him; 
he should go on in the performance of his duty. 
They might decide that no alteration should be 
made inthe bill; but he would at least show to the 
country that a great many alterations and amend- 
ments ought to be made in it. He wou'd go on 
quietly doing his duty; they should give him the 
yeas and nays on every one of these amendments. 
He would show such reasons for his amendments 
as he might think proper. In that way, at /east, 
the bill shall get some consideration. The country 
shall see that a tax bill of 54 pages—a whole quire 
of foolseap paper—is not to be passed without scme 
examination, and some attempt at legislation upon 
it. If the only legislation it is to have is to be done 
out of doors by the gentlemen opposite, he and bis 
friends wou'd show they were determined to do 
their part in the Senate of the United States, and 
in their proper places. It is their duty to see the 
record made up, that the people may know how 
this thing w io be done. It shall go to the jadg 
ment of the United States, and the opinion of the 
people shall be passed on it. The people of the 
United States shall know it. They shall see how 
this coalition of politicians, and bankites, and dis- 
tributionists, is to work. Itshall be all laid before 
them. Toe first question be should make before 
them would be— 

Mr.CRITTENDEN interposed to say that there 
was a misunderstanding as to the question of ad- 
journment, which he perceived the Senator from 
Missouri conceived had been decided withouta due 
regard for courtesy. He should say that it was 
not understood, when the question was decided, 
that an amendment was pending. He, for one, 
did not know the Senator had proposed an amend- 
ment, and wished tu speak on the subject. Had 
he known that such was the fact, he should most 
cheerfully have accorded that courtesy which he 
would, in like circumstances, expect. 

The gentlemen opposite must know that if no 
amendments were to be offered, there was a great 
anxiety on the part of himself and his friends to 
get through this very unpleasant affair. And he 
hoped some courtesy would be extended to them, 
in delaying the progress of the bill as little as pos- 
sible. If it was the desire of the Sena'or from Mis- 
souri to have an adjournment, he and his friends 
would not object. He would, therefore, taking 
it for granted that was the Senator’s wish, move 
that the Senate do now adjourn. 

And the Senate, at a quarter to 6 o’clock, ad- 
journed. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tvespay, August 2, 1842. 

On motion of Mr. TALIAFERRO, the follow- 
ing bills from the Senate were severally read twice 
aad reterred: 

The bill for the relief of Mary Prettyman; 

The bill for the relief of the Steamboat Com- 
pany of Nantucket; 

The bill to regulate enlistments in the army, 
navy, and marine corps; 

The bill for the relief of William De Buys, 
postmaster at New Orleans; and 

The bill to authoriz> the construction of a depot 
for charts and instruments for the navy. 

Mr. PENDLETON, from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, reported, without amendmen}, the 
bill from the Senate for the relief of Boyd Reilly. 

Mr. PENDLETON, from the Select Committee 
appointed to consider the subject, asked leave to 
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make a report in relation to the iron steamship now 
being constructed on the Northern lakes. 

Mr. PROFFIT said he had no objection to the 
report being read, if ger lemen would only prose- 
cute their indiciments. He was aware that the 
report now presenied was one censuring the Sec- 


retary of the Navy for carrying out a law of Con- 








“ress; but he did think, that, before any new indict- 
ments were preferred against the Executive and 
the members of his Cabinet, those new before the 
House (otherwise ca!led the Star Chamber) should 
first be disposed of. 

There was the impeachment of the President of 
the United States, in which, doubtless, many a 
heretofore hidden Burke and Sheridan will burst 
forth upon our startled vision. There was the 
ecciesiastical indictment preferred by the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts, [Mr. Apams;] the crime 
alleged being that the President dared to say he 
had a reason for signing a bill. He called it 
“ecclesiastical,” because the indictment was based 
upon precedents derived from the Levitical law. 
There were, also, the indictment No. 1, preferred 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. CoorEr] 
against the Secretary of War; the crime charged 
is, that the Secretary will not blast the reputa- 
tion of ceriain gentlemen, by publishing to the 
world ex parte statements, made not under oath, 
implicating the character and standing of individ- 
uals heretofore high in public estimation; indict- 
meat No. 2 against the Secretary of War, fer re- 
moving a clerk; indictment No. 3 against the same, 
for appointing a store-keeper in Pennsylvania; and 
there was an indictment against the Secretary of 
State, relative to the census—[the Weaver charge. | 

Again, (said Mr. P.,) we bave an indictment 
against the Attorney Genera! of the United States, 
preferred by the gentleman from New York, [Mr. 
BarnarRD;] and now, sir, we have this indictment 
against the Secretary of War, by the gentleman 
from Odio [Mr. PENDLETON ] 


Most of these indictments, elaborately prepared, 
were upon the table—printed and published, and 
sent forth to the country, poisoning the public mind 
—and yet the House would take no action on them. 
The party in power had obtained their object when 
they had preferred their charges. Trial they had 
no thoughtof, That, they knew, would result iu a 
total discomfiture. Mr. P. added, that as the ma- 
jority, aiter their fashion, had transacted all the 
civil business of the couniry, he thoughi that before 
new matter was brought up for consideration, 
they should dispose of the “criminal docket;” for 
doubtless the party would, before the next meeting 
of Congress, have much additional and similar 
matter on which to expend the three months allot- 
ted to the transaction of public business. 


Mr. PENDLETON said tha’, if the gentleman 
did not object to the reception of the report, be 
would move that it be laid on the table and printed. 


Mr. W. W. IRWIN intended to present a coun- 
ter-report from the minority of the committee; but 
not having it with him, he must object to the re- 
ception of the report of the gentleman from Ohio, 
unless there was an agreement to receive and print 
the minority report when he should have it ready. 

The SPEAKER said tha’, by general consent, the 
report of the minority would be received when 
ready, and disposed of in the same way as the re- 
port of the majority. 

Mr. PENDLETON assenting, and no objection 
being made by any geniicman, both reports weve 
ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

Mr. ADAMS called up the report from the se- 
lect commit'ee on the subject of the reasons given 
by the President for signing the apportionment bill. 

hr. PROFFIT suggested that there was a report 
that had the precedence of the one referred to by 
the gentleman from Massachusetts. He alluded 
to ihe reportof the gentleman in relaticn to the 
letter of the Secretary of War, declining to trans- 
mit to the House certain evidence on the subject of 
alleged frauds in the Indian country. 

Mr. SAUNDERS eaid he objected to trying in- 
dictmen's when there was so much unfinished bnsi- 
ness before ihe House. 

Mr. ADAMS moved to suspend the rules for the 
purpose of taking up tbe report. 
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Mr. STANLY having calied for the yeas and 
nays, they were accordingly ordered, and, on being 
called over, resulted in yeas 93, nays 66. 


There not being two-thirds in the affirmative, the 
rules were not suspended. 


Mr. BARNARD, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, reported the bill from the Senate in rela- 
tion to the district court for the northern district of 
New York, with an amendment; and, after a few 
remarks in explanation from Messrs. BARNARD 
and FLOYD, the amendment was agreed to, and the 
bill carried through its different stages, and passed. 

Mr. B, on leave, also reported, from the same 
committee, the bill supplemeniary to the act to 
amend the judicial system of the United Siates. 
Mr. B., having explained the objects of the bill, 
expressed the hope that no objection would be 
made to its passage at this time. [The object of 
the bill is to reorganize the circuits of the Supreme 
Court. } 

Mr. HOPKINS objected to the immediate con- 
sideration of the bill, on the ground that he wished 
te have time to examine 1t. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL begged leave to state, 
in addition to what had been said by the gentleman 
from New York, that it was a bill of great urgency, 
and it was important that it should be passed at 
once. 

Messrs. GWIN, SHIELDS, and CROSS, asked 
the gentleman from Virginia to withdraw his ob- 
jections, and urged the necessity of the speedy 
passage of the bill. 

Tae SPEAKER observed that the bill would be 
taken up in its order to-morrow; and, 

On motion by Mr. BARNARD, it was ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Maryland, from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, reported a bill for the relief 
of Snow T. Sears; which was twice read, and re- 
ferred to the Commitiee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. K. also made an adverse report on the peti- 
tion of Louis Eugene Hargous. 

Mr. JOS. R. INGERSOLL, from the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means, reported a bill for the re- 
lief of John G. Ford; which was twice read, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. GENTRY, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported, without amendment, the bill 
relative to lands sold at the Greensburg district, 
Louisiana; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania called for the 
orders of the day. 

The SPEAKER said that the regular order was 
the report of the select committee in relation to the 
letter of the Secretary of War, in answer to the 
resolution of the House calling for the evidence 
furnished the department in the report of Lieut. 
Col. Hitchcock. 

Mr. GWIWN did not rise to enter into the merits 
of the difference between the Secretary of War and 
the Commitiee on Indian Affairs. He believed 
the Secretary was right in refusing to send ex parte 
statements to this House, implicating the character 
of individuals, who had no chance of defending 
themselves against the charges made against them. 
He knew none of the parties, and knew nothing of 
the charges. They were ex parte—made upon 
statements unaccompanied with the solemnity of 
an oath, to which the parties criminated had had 
no opportunity to reply; which, when they came 
here, would be published to the werld; and thou- 
sands who would read them, would never see the 
defence of the parties, if they had been unjustly 
charged. He would sanction no such action on 
the part of the House, and would defend any offi- 
cer of the Government for resisting it. If the Sec- 
retary intended to suppress information, the case 
would be different; but such was not charged. Ile 
believed the Secretary was prosecuting the in- 
quiry, and would hold the culpable to a_ rigid 
accountability, and would be prepared to report 
to the House when the record was complete. 
It was now imperfect, and would not present the 
facts, and might inflict great injustice upon indi- 
viduals. He instanced reports emanating from 
this House and the Senate, that bad done great in- 




















justice to his constituen's—having been founded on 
ex parte evidence. One bad emanated from a com- 
mittee of the House this session. Tie members 
had been led astray by the testimony of a clerk in 
one of the departments. The committee had, very 
properly and prompily, corrected the error when 
po.nted out to them; but the first report had gone 
out to the country, and the counter-report had only 
been published within a few days, although made 
months ago, and then at the -instance of a relative 
of one of the parties accused. He further alluded 
to reports made by commissions established in 
his State many years ago, by the Senate of the 
United Siates—reports made upon ez parte state- 
ments, that proved to be false in almost every in- 
stance, implicating the character of individuals. 
Yet these commissioners (who, no doubt, believed 
that their statements were made upon proper 
foundation, because they had evidence only 
on one side) brovght down upon themselves the 
vengeance ot those who considered themselves un- 
justly assailed, and many lives were lost by the 
personal encounters that ensued. The feuds thus 
created still existed, and would, during the lives of 
the pariies. A distinguished citizen of the State 
(now a member of the Senate of the United States) 
was one of the individuals assailed in those re- 
ports; and such was the indignation of the people 
of the State at the attempt to destroy his character, 
that he was Brought forward as a candidate for the 
Station to which he was elevated, and now fills; 
although he had not the most remote idea of being 
a candidate before he was thus improperly brought 
before the public. He had practical experience of 
the falal effects of ex parte accusations, and would 
never countenance them, come from what quarter 
they may. The Secretary had only done his duty 
in withholding papers that might, if published, 
have done an injury to citizens of the United States; 
and published they would certainly have been, if 
sent here. When he gets all the information in 
the cases under investigation, and then refuses to 
communicate it to this House, he would join with 
the chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs 
in censuring the Secretary. He had no doubt but 
that no such contingency would happen. The Sec- 
retary had no motive to seek a collision with the 
House, or suppress investigation, 

Mr. CUSHING went into a long and elaborate 
explanatory statement, an+! argued the propriety of 
this House discussing the Executive, as had be- 
come socommon. There wasa rule of the House 
which prohibited this House discussing the Senate 
or its individual members; and there would be as 
much propriety in the Executive discussing the 
conduct of members of this House, as there was in 
this House discussing, as was often done, the Ex- 
ecutive. The passage of declaratory resolutions 
formed no part of their legislative cuties, but occa- 
sioned their obstruction. He discussed the charac- 
ter of the proceeding of the House in which they 
were engaged, and contended that, if the House 
could demand pape:s from the Executive, the Ex- 
ecutive could demand papers in the possession of 
the House. The Judiciary, also, would be subject 
to these demands. But it was a nugatory right 
where there was no mode of enforcement. He 
continued to speak until the expiration of the 
morning hour. 

THE REORGANIZATION OF THE ARMY. 

The House then resolved itself into Committee 
of the Whole, (Mr. frssenpDEN in the chair,) and 
proceeded with the consideration of the bi! entitled 
“An act respecting the organization of the army, 
and for other purposes.”? 

Mr. BARTON, who was entitied to the floor, 
addressed the committee first in oppssition to the 
reduction of the 21 regiment of dragoons, expatia- 
ting on the services of the regiment, and urging the 
hardship of dismissing a number of meritorious of- 
ficers who had spent their best years in the service 
of their country. Mr. B. then took up the sec- 
ond section of the bill, abelishing the civil super- 
intendence of the armories at Springfield and Har- 
per’s Ferry, and establishing a military superintend- 
ence; and spoke at much length, and with great 
earnestness, in Opposilion to that section. 

Mr. SPRIGG, after some preliminary observa- 
lions on the difficulty of making reductions in the 
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army and navy, went into an examination of the 
complaints of the armorers at Harper’s Ferry, and 
stated that, since the armory had been placed under 
military superintendence, the arms had cost the 
Goverument several dollars apiece more than 
when they were under civil saperiatendence. 

Mr. GOGGIN replied, and showed that, by acts 
of Congress of some years past, these armories 
were placed under the superiniendence and contro! 
of the Ordnance Department; and he said it was 
a perfect anomaly thata military establishment 
should ever have been under the control of a mere 
civilian. It had been the custom, under the civil 
superintendence, for the men to work when they 
picased, and cease from work when they pleased; 
and not unfrequently the machinery was kept go- 
ing for the accommodation of one single man. It 
was to put an end to such a state of things, and to 
save the Government from loss, and to establish a 
sysiem of uniformity, that the legalized system was 
enforced. He went intoa minute statement and 
examination of the matters in difference, with 
which he occupied his hour. 


Mr. CALHOUN addressed the committee in op- 
position to the second section of the bill, and com- 
mented on the injustice done to the armorers by 
changing the superintendency of the armories. He 
considered this a question of personal rights, and a 
question whether the military should be placed over 
the civil depariments of the Government;—whether 
freemen should be subjected to the despotie rule of 
military tyrants. The origin of all the difficulties 
in re!auion to these armories, (Mr. C. said,) was 
the introduction of a new musket from France, in 
place of the old one, which, in every respect, was 
just as good, if not better; but was not se highly or- 
namented and so highly polished. A committee of 
officers (of whom this Lieutenant Tyler was one) 
had been sent to Europe, at an expense of some 
$15,000, without any authority of law whatever; 
and they, on their return, introduced the medel of 
a new musket which they found in the French ser- 
vice. Now, the standard musket, which had been 
in use for so many years, was conceded, on all 
hands, to be as good and as _ serviceable a musket 
as any in the world, and cost not more than ten or 
eleven dollars; but yet it was made to give place to 
the new one, which, requiring a higher polish, and 
more ornament, could not be made for less than 
sixteen or seventeen dollars. Now, in order to 
make up for the additional expenses incurred in 
this way, the ordnance corps fell ewpon the un- 
offending armorers, and determined to make it 
up from their bard earnings. This (Mr. C. said) 
was the origin of the whole difficulty. He took 
the occasion to say that he did not speak as the 
representative of these men; but as a citizen—as a 
man prefessing to have some of the feelings of 
humanity; for he declared before God and the 
country, that if ever there was oppression prac- 
tived on human beings, it was practised on these 
unoffending armorers by the officers of the army. 
He would give one gross and flagrant instance of 
oppression and injustice, out of many others, to 
show the House that these men did not com- 
plain without some reason. Upon the intro- 
duciion of this military rule at the armories, it 
became the pleasure of the military chief at Spring- 
field to introduce a variety of orders, which were 
foun. by the workmen to be so oppressive that 
they could notendure them. They were cisposed 
to break out at once into resisiance; and would 
have done so, but for the most strenuous efforts of 
taeir friends, and the friends of government and 
good order, to induce milder measures. By this 
advice, they appointed a com:nittee to wait on the 
superiniendent, and represent to him the grievancas 
they suffered under these military orders. The sn- 
perintendent, however, by his sovereign will and 
pleasure, refused to receive them, He would not 
receive acommiltee of armorers. The next thing 
was the appcintment of a committee to wait on the 
President, and make the same representations to 
him; and this committee had to obtain Jeave of ab- 
sence to visit Washington for this purpose, from 
the masier-armorer; for the superintendent, imme- 
diaiely after refusing to receive the committee, left 
Springfield for Washington. And Mr. C. would here 
remark that, though he had been in office but little 
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over a year, he had been on to Washington five or 
six times. Having thus obtained leave of absence 
from the master-armorer, the commitiee came on 
to Washington, waited on the President, and rep- 
resented their grievances to him. They a'so wait- 
ed on the Military Commitiees of the Senate and 
the House, and on several et the members of both 
Houses. But whilst they were here, in this lawful 
and orderly way, this very mililary superintendent, 
living at Fuller’s Hotel, wroie home to the master- 
armorer to discharge every one of them; and 
they were discharged. Tnis, Mr. C. said, was a 
specimen of oppression which he hoped had never 
yet found a parallel in this country, (Terning to 
Mr. Stanty,] Mr. C. asked if there was ever any- 
thing like it at the branch mint in North Carolina. 
Mr. C. said he could, if his time permitted, give 
many other specimens of oppression and injustice 
that had been practised towards these armorers. 

Here, Mr. Catuoun’s hour expiring, he express- 
ed a wish to be allowed a few minutes longer; in 
which several of the members joined. 

The SPEAKER said that the rule was impera- 
tive, and could only be suspended by a vote of 
two-thirds. 

Mr. BOWNE rose, and moved to strike out the 
second section, which substitutes a military super- 
intendence of the armories for a civil one. 

The CHAIR said that the motion was not then 
in order, the question being on the motion of the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Mason] to amend the 
amendment of the gentieman from Tennessee, [Mr. 
C. JOHNSON ] 

Mr. WARD observed that he would have 
been very happy if the honorable gentleman 
who had just addressed the House [Mr. CaLnoun] 
could have been permitted to goon. As it was, 
however, he would ask permission of the com- 
mittee to make a few observations himself. It 
would be recollected that a message had this morn- 
ing been received from the Senate, insisting on their 
amendments to the army appropriation bill, and 
asking fora conference. Now, by appointing a 
Committee of Conference to meet that of the Sen- 
ate, the difficulty could be adjusted without much 
farther debate; and he hoped this course would be 
taken atonce. For one, he admitted that there 
was a majority of the House in favor of reducing 
the army; and he would do nothing to impede the 
course of the majority, or to throw any obstacles 
in their way, reluctant as he was to see this im- 
portant branch of the public defence cut down. = If 
the reduction must be made, it appeared to him 
that the best way would be for the committees of 
the two Houses toagree on the extent to which it 
was to go, and to report it to their respective 
Houses. In this way the reduction could be ef- 
fected with less time than by proceeding on this 
bill. Viewing the state of our foreign affairs, he 
had opposed the reduction for the present; and he 
had also opposed it, because of the exposed situa- 
tion of the Southwestern frontier, as represented by 
the members from that section of the country. 
He objected, also, because it seemed to him that 
an appropriation bill should not be shackled by 
provisions of sucha nature. We now find (said 
Mr. W.) on our tables a bill passed by the Sen- 
ate, making a considerable reduction in the ex- 
pense of our military establishment, yet still leav- 
ing its organization complete; and we, therefore, 
have it in our power to settle the question of redne- 
tion, without going to the extreme lengths provided 
for. in the appropriation bill. There were many 
members on this floor desireus of placing the army 
on the same footing that it was placed by the act 
of 1821; and in ord r, therefore, to act understand- 
ingly on thesubject,it was important to know what 





alterations had taken place since that time. The 
first addition that was made io the army was three 
surgeons and five assistant surgeons. In conse- 


quence of the nomber of little pests at which the 
army was distributed—at some a company, and at 
others a half companyv—it had been found a meas- 
ure of economy to make this addition to the medi 
cal staff, instead of employing c'tizen surgeons as 
cccasion require The next additions were the 
dragoons, and the Sih regiment of infantry, with an 
additional number of engineers and ordnance offi- 
cers. And he would remark that this Sih regiment, 








aS 





which the gentleman trom Tennessee proposed to 
strike ont of existence, was commande by the gal- 
lant Colonel Worth, one of the ablest and most 
meritorious officers in the service. It would be 
recollected, also, that that regiment had served with 
distinction in Florida, and thatits :ervices there 
were not yet ended, The next proposition was to 
strike out of existence the 21 regiment of dragoons, 
which had also zealously and efficiently encount- 
ered the dangers and privations of the Florida war. 
He would venture to say that no regiment in the 
service had performed more faithful service; and 
yet it was proposed to disband i', even before it was 
known that it could be spared trom the service it 
was engaged in. Still, if it had not been for the 
declaration of the members from the Southwest, 
that they could not dispense with this regiment, he 
would have been content to see it reduced; but, af- 
ler hearing such argumeais as they had offered 
against its reduction, ke could not give his voie 
for it. Though he bowed with submission to the 
will of the majority; and would not lay one straw 
in their way, yet he hoped that, in consideration of 
the powerful reasons that had been urged by the 
Southwestern members, the House would, in pref- 
erence, take the bi!llsent from the Senate, and be 
content with the reduction therein made. 


Now, when it con!d be shown that, by amend- 
ments already made, a saving had been effected of 
upwards of a million of doliars, he gwould ask of 
gentiemen if they had not accomplished enough for 
the present? If it should be found necessary to 
make a further reduction, it could be done at the 
next session of Congress, when, he trusted, it 
would be found that all our difficulties with Eng- 
land had been satisfactorily adjusted. Surely a 
saving of one million of dollars cught to be suffi- 
cient for the present; and, by being content with 
that, the present organizaiion of the army would 
not be impaired, nor its efficiency diminished. In 
the event of the proposition of the gentleman from 
Tennessee passing, everything would be broken 
up, and thearmy left in an imperfect and disor- 
ganized state. The 21 dragoons and the 8:h regi- 
ment would be disbanded, and the engineer and 
ordnance corps wou!d be completely cut up. He 
had heard a good deal said with regard tothe great 
expense of the army; and he had heard a great 
deal in favor of retrenchment; but,in speaking of 
extravagant expenditures for this branch of the 
public service, he apprehended that gentlemen had 
gone too far. The people throughont the country 
had been led to believe that the army cost upwards 
of eleven millions of dollars a year. This was 
idle; for, with the bill proposed by the Senate, the 
expenses of the army would not amount to more 
than three millions. Then, how was it that all this 
expense had been incurred?) Why, there was a 
pension list, costing $700,000; and the annual ex- 
pense for fortifications, amounting to two or three 
millions more. He apprehended that there were 
few gentlemen there disposed to withhold the pit- 
tance granted to the old soldiers who had achieved 
our independence, so that no saving wonld proba- 
bly be effected in this item; but, wiih regard to the 
fortifications, the system was nearly completed, 
and in a short time the expenditure for them 
wonld cease. The same mistake had been made 
with regard tothe navy. Take away the expendi- 
ture for the gradual increase of the navy, and the 
sum for the navy proper weuld not amonnt to 
more than two or three millions. With regard to 
the civil list, the exoenditures did not amount to 
more than two millions. Tne whole expenditures 
of the Government could therefore be reduced tea 
very smail sum; and if his friends in the majority 
would turn the administration of public affairs over 
to the Democratic party, he would answer for it 
that they would reduce them within the income de- 
rived from the customs and the public lands, 
Mr. W. concluded by expressing the hope that 
these few remarks would be received in the spirit 
in which they were made, and that they wou'd go 
to work and pass the bill, and, in two weeks from 
that time, return to their hom?s 

Mr. EDWARDS of Missouri obtained the floor: 
but yielded it to 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON, who suggested that the 
committee had better rise, and appoint a Commit- 
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tee of Conference to meet that of the Senate on the 
disagreeing votesof the two Houses in relation to 
the amendments to the army appropriation bill. In 
this way (Mr. J. said) the cifticulty might be set- 
tled without a lengthy debate. 

Mr. McKAY, afier a few remarks to the same ef- 
fec', moved that the commiitee rise; which motion 
prevailing, he commitire rose, and reported prog- 
Tess. 

On motion by Mr. FILLMORE, the House in- 
sisted on its disagreement to the amendments of 
the Senate, and ordered that a Committee of Con- 
ference be appointed to meet that of the Senate. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON submitied a resolation 
calling on the Secretary of War for a s'a'ement 
of the allowances made to General Hernandez 
and Colonel Duncan GL. Clinch, under the act of 
24 March, 1839; which was adopted, 

Mr. STANLY sabmitted a resolution that all 
debate on ine biil for the reorganization of the 
army should cease on to-morrow at 12 o’clock; and 
that the committee should then proceed to vote on 
the amendments. 

Mr. WELLER objected to the reception of this 
resolution. 

The SPEAKER said that a resolution of this 
kind was alwavs im order. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON requested the mover to 
modify the resoiution by substituting 3 o’clock for 
12; which was assented to. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON further reques'ed a modifi- 
cation, so as to allow an explanation of ten min- 
utes on each amendment that might be offered; but 
this Mr. STANLY would not agree to. 

The resolation was then adopted. 

Mr. FILLMORE submitted a resolution direct- 
ing the Committee on the Library to inquire into 
the expediency of employing a competent person to 
prepare a digest, or analytical index of all the pub- 
lic documents; which was agreed to. 

The ELouse then adjourned. 


IN SENATE, 
Wepnespay, August 34, 1842. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 
ate a communication from the Secretary of the 
Treasury, covering a statement from the Register 
of the Treasury, made in compliance with a reso- 
lution of the 30th of July, showing the amount of 
money appropriated by Congress, since the year 
1835, to satisfy private claims, as follows: In 
1836, $155,885 99; in 1837, $101.235 40; in 1838, 
$268,105 91; in 1839, $173,459 08; in 1840, 
$74 722 71; in 1841, $218,156 09: total, $991,- 
565 08, in six years; which, 

On motion of Mr. EVANS, was ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. BAGBY presented a petition from the heirs 
and legal representatives of Robert C. Lane, rela- 
tive to certain slaves detained at Mobile; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Mr. EVANS, from the Committee on Finance, 
reported a bill for the relief of the sureties of the 
New Orleans and Nashville Railroad Company ; 
which was read, and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. EVANS, from the same committee to which 
had been referred the joint resolution to authorize 
the Secretary of the Treasury to settle, upen cer- 
tain terms, the liabiliiies of the sureties of Gordon 
S. Boyd, late receiver of the public moneys at Col- 
umbus, Mississippi, teported the same back, with 
an entire substiiute; which was ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. PHELPS, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, reporied back, without amendment, 
the act for the relief of the legal representatives of 
William T. Smith, who lost certain loan certifi- 
cates, and recommended its passage. 

Mr. MERRICK, from the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, to which had been re- 
ferred the bill for the relief of Joseph F. Caldwell, 
which had been returned from the House witha 
ditagreeing vole to an amendment by the Senate, 
reported the same back, with a recommendation 
that the Senate insist on its amendment. 

The question was put, and the Senate insisted. 

On motion of Mr. iXKERR, the Senate took up for 
consideration the bill entitled An act in addition 





